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MOTTO 
 
Only Those Who Dare to Fail Greatly, Can Ever Achieve Greatly. 
(Robert F. Kennedy) 
 
I Am Not Those Who Think That Coming In Second Or Third Is Winning. 
(Robert F. Kennedy) 
 
Fear Not The Path Of Truth, For The Lack Of People Walking On It. 
(Robert F. Kennedy) 
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ABSTRACT 
 
Yogi Rohim Aryani. C0305064. 2010. Robert Francis Kennedy’s Moral Criticisms 
toward American Society and His Support on Minority Groups Non-Violence 
Actions in 1960s. Thesis. English Department, Faculty of Letters and Fine Arts, 
Sebelas Maret University, Surakarta. 
 
Robert Francis Kennedy was one of the most notable figures in 1960s when 
the United States of America underwent what was called as a turbulent decade 
dealing with social and political problems. This research is focused on his role in 
supporting minority groups non-violence actions so that their human rights could be 
regained. Robert Kennedy’s support toward these groups was delivered through his 
speeches and applied on his moral criticisms he held during his career as a politician 
in 1952 to 1968. The thesis is aimed to find his moral criticisms that were verified 
through his support toward minority groups non-violence actions in 1960s. 
The source of data of the research was two speeches spoken by Robert 
Kennedy in 1968. The main data were taken from the source of data that implied his 
support toward social condition in the United States in time as well as toward 
minority groups and their non-violence actions. The main data were then analyzed 
together with supporting data taken from books, journals, articles and movie. 
The thesis was a descriptive qualitative research, conducted through the 
employment of library exploration. The researcher used three approaches as the 
method to analyze the data and to achieve the goal of the thesis, they were: 
sociopolitical approach as an approach to find out the urgency between Robert 
Kennedy’s career as politician and his support toward minority groups actions in 
1960s; biographical approach as an approach to comprehend the figure of Robert F. 
Kennedy so that the researcher was able to discover a background of his moral 
criticisms; and historical approach as an approach to reveal how social issues existed 
among society in the United States shaped Robert Kennedy’s moral criticisms and 
encouraged him to support Black and Latin Americans non-violence actions  in 
1960s. 
From the research, it was found that Robert Kennedy gave his criticisms 
toward three social conditions in the United States in 1960s: on the fear of difference, 
on the sickness of the soul and on the use of violence. He concluded his criticisms on 
the concept of society who lived under the rule of law and through his support toward 
black and Latin American non-violence actions. His support was important in giving 
black and Latin Americans chance to gain their basic rights as full citizen and 
guaranteed their future in the country they named their own. 
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ABSTRAK 
 
Yogi Rohim Aryani. C0305064. 2010. Kritik-Kritik Moral Robert Francis Kennedy 
terhadap Masyarakat Amerika dan Dukunganya kepada Aksi-aksi Anti-Kekerasan 
Kelompok-kelompok Minoritas di Tahun 1960-an. Skripsi. Sastra Inggris, Fakultas 
Sastra dan Seni Rupa, Universitas Sebelas Maret, Surakarta. 
 
Robert F. Kennedy adalah salah satu tokoh terkemuka pada era 1960-an, era 
ketika Amerika Serikat mengalami apa yang disebut sebagai dekade pergolakan yang 
berhubungan dengan isu sosial dan politik. Penelitian ini berfokus pada perannya 
dalam mendukung aksi anti-kekerasan kelompok minoritas sehingga hak-hak asasi 
mereka dapat diperoleh kembali. Dukungan Robert Kennedy terhadap kelompok ini 
disampaikan melalui pidato-pidatonya dan diaplikasikan dalam kritik moral yang ia 
pegang teguh selama karirnya sebagai politisi di tahun 1952 hingga 1968. Penelitian 
ini bertujuan untuk menemukan kritik moral Robert Kennedy yang dibuktikan dengan 
dukungannya terhadap aksi anti-kekerasan kelompok minoritas di 1960-an. 
Sumber data penelitian ini adalah dua pidato yang disampaikan Robert 
Kennedy pada tahun 1968. Data utama diambil dari sumber data yang 
mengimplikasikan dukungannya tidak hanya terhadap kondisi sosial di Amerika 
Serikat pada masa itu namun juga terhadap kelompok minoritas dan aksi-aksi anti-
kekerasan yang mereka lakukan. Data utama ini kemudian dianalisa bersamaan 
dengan data pendukung yang diambil dari buku-buku, jurnal, artikel dan film. 
Skripsi ini merupakan penelitian deskriptif kualitatif yang disusun dengan 
menggunakan eksplorasi literatur. Peneliti menggunakan tiga macam pendekatan 
sebagai metode dalam menganalisa data dan mencapai tujuan penelitian ini, yaitu: 
pendekatan sosiopolitik sebagai pendekatan untuk mencari hubungan antara karir 
Robert Kennedy sebagai seorang politisi dan pengaruhnya terhadap aksi-aksi 
kelompok minoritas pada tahun 1960-an; pendekatan biografi sebagai pendekatan 
untuk mengenal sosok Robert Kennedy sehingga peneliti mampu menemukan latar 
belakang dari pandangan moralnya; dan pendekatan sejarah sebagai pendekatan untuk 
mengetahui bagaimana isu-isu sosial yang ada di masyarakat Amerika membentuk 
pandangan-pandangan moral Robert Kennedy dan mendorongnya untuk mendukung 
aksi anti-kekerasan dari kaum kulit hitam dan Amerika Latin di tahun 1960-an. 
Dari penelitian ini, ditemukan bahwa Robert Kennedy memberikan 
kritiknya terhadap tiga kondisi sosial di America pada tahun 1960-an, yakni: dalam 
ketakutan akan hal perbedaan, dalam masalah penyakit hati, dan dalam penggunaan 
kekerasan. Ia memberi solusi terhadap ketiga masalah tersebut dengan 
menyimpulkannya pada konsep masyarakat yang hidup di bawah kekuasaan hukum 
dan melalui dukungannya terhadap aksi-aksi anti-kekerasan kaum kulit hitam dan 
Amerika Latin. Dukungan ini sangat penting dalam memberikan kaum kulit hitam 
dan Latin Amerika kesempatan untuk mendapatkan kembali hak-hak asasi mereka 
xvi 
 
sebagai warga negara Amerika dan menjamin masa depan mereka di negara yang 
mereka sebut sebagai tanah air.  
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ABSTRACT 
 
2010. Thesis. English Department, Faculty of Letters and Fine 
Arts, Sebelas Maret University, Surakarta. 
Robert Francis Kennedy was one of the most notable figures in 
1960s when the United States of America underwent what was 
called as a turbulent decade dealing with social and political 
problems. This research is focused on his role in supporting 
minority groups non-violence actions so that their human rights 
could be regained. Robert Kennedy’s support toward these groups 
was delivered through his speeches and applied on his moral 
criticisms he held during his career as a politician in 1952 to 1968. 
The thesis is aimed to find his moral criticisms that were verified 
through his support toward minority groups non-violence actions in 
1960s. 
The source of data of the research was two speeches spoken by 
Robert Kennedy in 1968. The main data were taken from the 
source of data that implied his support toward social condition in 
the United States in time as well as toward minority groups and 
their non-violence actions. The main data were then analyzed 
together with supporting data taken from books, journals, articles 
and movie. 
The thesis was a descriptive qualitative research, conducted 
through the employment of library exploration. The researcher 
used three approaches as the method to analyze the data and to 
achieve the goal of the thesis, they were: sociopolitical approach as 
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an approach to find out the urgency between Robert Kennedy’s 
career as politician and his support toward minority groups actions 
in 1960s; biographical approach as an approach to comprehend the 
figure of Robert F. Kennedy so that the researcher was able to 
discover a background of his moral criticisms; and historical 
approach as an approach to reveal how social issues existed among 
society in the United States shaped Robert Kennedy’s moral 
criticisms and encouraged him to support Black and Latin 
Americans non-violence actions  in 1960s. 
From the research, it was found that Robert Kennedy gave his 
criticisms toward three social conditions in the United States in 
1960s: on the fear of difference, on the sickness of the soul and on 
the use of violence. He concluded his criticisms on the concept of 
society who lived under the rule of law and through his support 
toward black and Latin American non-violence actions. His 
support was important in giving black and Latin Americans chance 
to gain their basic rights as full citizen and guaranteed their future 
in the country they named their own. 
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ABSTRAK 
 
2010. Skripsi. Sastra Inggris, Fakultas Sastra dan Seni Rupa, 
Universitas Sebelas Maret, Surakarta. 
Robert F. Kennedy adalah salah satu tokoh terkemuka pada era 
1960-an, era ketika Amerika Serikat mengalami apa yang disebut 
sebagai dekade pergolakan yang berhubungan dengan isu sosial 
dan politik. Penelitian ini berfokus pada perannya dalam 
mendukung aksi anti-kekerasan kelompok minoritas sehingga hak-
hak asasi mereka dapat diperoleh kembali. Dukungan Robert 
Kennedy terhadap kelompok ini disampaikan melalui pidato-
pidatonya dan diaplikasikan dalam kritik moral yang ia pegang 
teguh selama karirnya sebagai politisi di tahun 1952 hingga 1968. 
Penelitian ini bertujuan untuk menemukan kritik moral Robert 
Kennedy yang dibuktikan dengan dukungannya terhadap aksi anti-
kekerasan kelompok minoritas di 1960-an. 
Sumber data penelitian ini adalah dua pidato yang disampaikan 
Robert Kennedy pada tahun 1968. Data utama diambil dari sumber 
data yang mengimplikasikan dukungannya tidak hanya terhadap 
kondisi sosial di Amerika Serikat pada masa itu namun juga 
terhadap kelompok minoritas dan aksi-aksi anti-kekerasan yang 
mereka lakukan. Data utama ini kemudian dianalisa bersamaan 
dengan data pendukung yang diambil dari buku-buku, jurnal, 
artikel dan film. 
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Skripsi ini merupakan penelitian deskriptif kualitatif yang disusun 
dengan menggunakan eksplorasi literatur. Peneliti menggunakan 
tiga macam pendekatan sebagai metode dalam menganalisa data 
dan mencapai tujuan penelitian ini, yaitu: pendekatan sosiopolitik 
sebagai pendekatan untuk mencari hubungan antara karir Robert 
Kennedy sebagai seorang politisi dan pengaruhnya terhadap aksi-
aksi kelompok minoritas pada tahun 1960-an; pendekatan biografi 
sebagai pendekatan untuk mengenal sosok Robert Kennedy 
sehingga peneliti mampu menemukan latar belakang dari 
pandangan moralnya; dan pendekatan sejarah sebagai pendekatan 
untuk mengetahui bagaimana isu-isu sosial yang ada di masyarakat 
Amerika membentuk pandangan-pandangan moral Robert 
Kennedy dan mendorongnya untuk mendukung aksi anti-kekerasan 
dari kaum kulit hitam dan Amerika Latin di tahun 1960-an. 
Dari penelitian ini, ditemukan bahwa Robert Kennedy memberikan 
kritiknya terhadap tiga kondisi sosial di America pada tahun 1960-
an, yakni: dalam ketakutan akan hal perbedaan, dalam masalah 
penyakit hati, dan dalam penggunaan kekerasan. Ia memberi solusi 
terhadap ketiga masalah tersebut dengan menyimpulkannya pada 
konsep masyarakat yang hidup di bawah kekuasaan hukum dan 
melalui dukungannya terhadap aksi-aksi anti-kekerasan kaum kulit 
hitam dan Amerika Latin. Dukungan ini sangat penting dalam 
memberikan kaum kulit hitam dan Latin Amerika kesempatan 
untuk mendapatkan kembali hak-hak asasi mereka sebagai warga 
negara Amerika dan menjamin masa depan mereka di negara yang 
mereka sebut sebagai tanah air.  
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CHAPTER 1 
INTRODUCTION 
 
A. Background of Choosing the Subject 
As an immigrant nation, the United States of America consists of a 
heterogeneous society. This nation is “built and developed by the existence of 
immigrants and their generations” coming from all over the world (Stevenson, 
1996: 13). Consequently, the United States is made up of majority and minority 
groups. The majority is those people who belong to the concept of WASP as 
White, Anglo Saxon and Protestant. These people originally came for the first 
time to the New World and built the civilization there. Accordingly, they claimed 
the United States as the country of theirs. They took control the authority in the 
New Land and made themselves rich as well as politically superior. While, the 
minority is the people beyond that racial concept, including new immigrant flows 
arrived in the Unite States, commonly through the gate of the nation, New York 
and several other west coast cities. They came for many reasons, particularly for 
economic motive. 
 
Masyarakat New York pada masa itu didominasi golongan atau 
masyarakat suku-suku bangsa WASP (White Anglo-Saxon Protestant), 
suatu golongan masyarakat Amerika asal Belanda dan Inggris yang 
beragama Protestan, yang merasa sebagai penduduk asli Amerika. 
Golongan mayoritas dan sekaligus dominan ini mempunyai kedudukan 
yang tinggi dalam struktur politik, sosial dan ekonomi. (Iwan 
Sulistiawan in http://www.sinarharapan.co.id/berita/0506/18/opi02.html) 
 
 
 
 
2 
New York society at the time was dominated by a group or society of 
WASP (White Anglo-Saxon Protestant), an American group of people 
originated from Netherland and England with Protestant as their 
religion, who felt as the inhabitant of the American land. This majority 
as well as dominant group had a high position in political, social and 
economic structure. 
 
In this nation of diverse society, problems rise as minority groups exist 
in the middle of the vast majority. American society is so close to this crisis. The 
majority considered that minority brought nothing other than problems. It was 
commonly known that most of early immigrants came to the United States were 
people who did not have sufficient education and skill to work or to afford for 
life. They generally worked as manual labor without adequate payment in result. 
As the consequence, crimes initiated by the poor or by the immigrants increased. 
Statistics show that the proportion of convictions for crimes according to the 
population is greater among the foreign-born than among the native-born (Ernst 
and Cuff, 1988: 80). For this reason there were clashes between the groups in 
every part of life. Majority felt that their comfort had been disturbed by minority 
groups. In its long history, the United States has experienced several times when 
conflict between majority and minority groups occurred in dense frequency.  
   
Minority Group (is) group of people sharing common ethnic, racial, or 
religious backgrounds, especially when constituting a comparatively 
small proportion of a given population. Minority groups often have 
fewer rights and less power than majority groups. A primary factor in 
the existence of minorities is immigration, but settlement by one people 
can also result in the indigenous or conquered people becoming a 
minority, as in the case of Native Americans or the Aboriginal 
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Australians. ("Minority Group." Microsoft® Encarta® 2009 [DVD]. 
Redmond, WA: Microsoft Corporation, 2008) 
 
From the definition, it can be concluded that minority is positioned in 
lower state than the majority group is. Minority comprises certain small racial, 
religious, or political groups and often undergoes inferior treatment from majority 
group. As minority‟s rights are frequently under majority‟s domination, problems 
and oppressions come up to the surface. Such conditions encouraged the 
minorities to revolt. They intended to seek their human rights by breaking the 
discredit notions which were popular among majority society. Minority groups 
“have different ways struggled with their own positions and identities within the 
nation” such as in the course of actions and movements which were derived from 
each group‟s own interest (Campbell and Kean, 45). 
The United States of America cannot be separated from the history of its 
minority groups and their actions in order to pursue their civil rights. By all 
means, the action of every minority group has inspired each other as they share 
similar accomplishment of freedom and equality. 1960s is seen as a crucial 
decade because some important events dealing with the issue of minority groups, 
combined with social and justice issues occurred thus called “a turbulent decade” 
(http://www.answers.com/topic/robert-f-kennedy). As 1960s advanced, tensions 
developed in American society that occurred regarding the war in Vietnam, youth 
movement, women movement, racial relations, and Indian movement, among 
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others. The domino effect happened in this period when one movement form a 
minority group was followed by movements from other minority groups.  
 
Political movements during the 1960s… called for social change in the 
United States. These movements include the civil rights movement, the 
student movement, the anti-Vietnam War movement, the women‟s 
movement, the gay rights movement, and the environmental movement. 
Each, to varying degrees, changed government policy and, perhaps more 
importantly, changed how almost every American lives today. (Farber, 
David. "Protests in the 1960s." Microsoft® Encarta® 2009 [DVD]. 
Redmond, WA: Microsoft Corporation, 2008) 
 
The actions encouraged by minority groups in 1960s were all sensed in 
the same favor for awakening and recognition. In their actions, they had their own 
purposes based on their beliefs, yet, these groups attained parallel achievement to 
the majority group, to fight against injustice and for equal rights for all people.  
In the 1960s, many Americans participated in more than one protest 
movement. Although their specific goals differed, all of the movements 
were built on the ideal of citizen-activism and a belief that social justice 
could be won through political change. (Farber, David. "Protests in the 
1960s." Microsoft® Encarta® 2009 [DVD]. Redmond, WA: Microsoft 
Corporation, 2008) 
 
Unfortunately, most rebellions started on 1950s continued to 1960s were done in 
hostility. Confrontations became a common thing. There were clashes between 
the minority groups and the officers as well as between the majority and minority 
groups. Many demonstrations of youths or blacks often ended with conflicting 
fight and arrestment by police. “Violence accompanied militant calls for reform 
thus riots broke out in several big cities in 1966 and 1967” (Cincotta; 1994: 321). 
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Several assassinations, including numbers of demonstrations conducted 
with hatred and brutality spread across the country. It was almost throughout the 
decade that American society had to deal with mourns for their family, their 
friends or even some national figures they adored ended in rampant murders or in 
assassins‟ bullets. In addition, it was counted from a survey that “respect for 
authority declined among the youth and crime rates soared to nine times the rate 
of 1950s.” Killings were common news on television as well as demonstrations 
and strikes became everyday reports in the newspaper. The protesters frequently 
broke into riot to show their dissatisfaction toward regulations burdened them. On 
the other hand, sometimes it was after the order of the government that a mob of 
demonstrators should be broken down through harassment and harshness.  
On the concern of racial relations in the United States, majority society 
still could not acknowledge the concept of integration. Thus, in this decade and 
around, when blacks and other minority groups were seeking for their rights, they 
were prevented of doing their actions through killings or attacks. The Emmett Till 
case in 1955 and Birmingham Church bombing in 1963 were only some of the 
examples. Abhorrence between racial groups was background of these actions. 
Even sometimes, violence and crimes were also done without a clear reason from 
its doers. At the peak of violence in the decade, American people should lose their 
inspired leaders. In November 1963, John F. Kennedy was shot when he was on a 
car parade in Texas, continued to the murder of Malcolm X in early 1965, and 
then prolonged by the assassination of Martin Luther King Jr. in March 1968. As 
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a nation, the United States involvement in Vietnam War also became one 
consideration of legalizing violence and crime acted by the government. The 
growing attention toward the unpopular war among American society was 
demonstrated back through violence in domestic strikes mostly done by youths. 
Yet, among this crucial decade of change for many minority groups, 
Black American and Latin American, in particular, committed to employ non-
violence actions toward their demands for equality. Black Americans, led by 
Martin Luther King Jr., moved under Civil Rights Movement to end racial 
segregation. He gained popularity for non-violence actions he urged to his people 
to get what they demanded. Additionally, Latin Americans also pursued migrant 
labors‟ rights through non-violence acts such as California Grape Boycott and 25-
day hunger strike, among others, led by Cesar Chavez.  
Non-violence action is an approach aimed for social change that prefers 
to use non-crime act to carry on some issues. Non-violence employs methods 
such as speeches, marches, fasting or hunger strikes, occupations or sit-ins, and 
boycotts instead of bloodshed and progressive attack. Both black American and 
Latin American were obliged to employ these acts as the basis of their actions. 
Although there must be other violent acts conducted, most of those minority 
groups‟ national significant results were gained through non-violence 
performance. 
Few of many American politicians in 1960s gave their concern toward 
social issues specifically on the problem of minority and justice. One of them was 
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Robert Francis Kennedy. His vision toward minority issues and justice in the 
United States was considered as one of the illumination hopes for those who 
suffered from awful condition. John D. Ashcroft, Attorney General in President 
George W. Bush administration said, “To his admirers, he was viewed as a man 
and politician committed to helping the poor and stamping out injustice — a man 
who embraced causes “worth the passion of life” 
(http://www.arlingtoncemetery.net/rfk.htm).  
Robert F. Kennedy was an American politician who served as Attorney 
General during John F. Kennedy‟s presidential term from January 1961 until his 
resignation on September 3, 1964. He performed influential responsibility in the 
cabinet and became the closest advisor for the President. The President often 
relied on his own brother to play a key role in the making of United States critical 
domestic and foreign policy decisions. Beside that, during his political career in 
1952 to 1968, he had taken several important steps dealing with justice and social 
issues in American society at that time. This came from his political idealism 
toward the issues that “emerged from an emotional commitment to the justice, 
underclass of the world, to human beings whose oppression he identified with and 
sought to represent” (Chafe, 1991: 350). 
 
His overriding concern was shifting from civil rights in general to the 
specific issue of poverty. He embraced the cause of not just black 
Americans, but all minorities, including Mexican Americans exploited 
for cheap labor under horrifying living conditions in upstate New York, 
Puerto Ricans stuck in crumbling Bedford-Stuyvesant ruins and Native 
 
 
 
 
8 
Americans stranded on dying reservations. (http://www.jfk-
online.com/rfk.html) 
 
Born as the descendant of Irish immigrant, Robert Kennedy and his 
family had been through treatments for they were minority in the United States. 
He said in University of Capetown in 1966, “Even as my father grew up in 
Boston, Massachusetts, signs told him that, „No Irish Need Apply‟” (Day of 
Affirmation Speech, June 6, 1966). This is what made him knew precisely the 
importance of struggling for seeking rights and acknowledgement from the 
majority. Through politics, particularly the family constant involvement in 
Democratic Party, the Kennedys proved that they were able to do something to 
the country although they came from minority group. 
Robert Kennedy‟s concern toward justice and minority problems was 
continually shown from the very beginning of his political career in 1952. Robert 
Kennedy‟s best case that brought fame to his name was his effort in 1955 to put 
David Becks and Jimmy Hoffa, the corrupt Teamster Union leaders, into jail. The 
attempt had marked Robert Kennedy as crime and injustice detester. For his 
effort, “that year the U.S. Junior Chamber of Commerce elected him one of „Ten 
Outstanding Young Men‟” (http://www.encyclopedia.com/doc/1G2-
3404703512.html). As Attorney General, he later maintained persistent conduct to 
stop the spread of organized crime and mafia in the United States. During his 
term in the office, there was significant increasing numbers of convicted 
notorious mafia figures listed whom he tried to prove guilty. 
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After John F. Kennedy‟s assassination that caused by rampant shots, 
Robert Kennedy became more aware of injustice matter, either happened in his 
country or in other countries. In his speeches, he often urged the citizen of the 
United States not to use crime and violence to seek for justice. His disgust over 
Vietnam War that eventually brought bitterness for the American society also 
influenced him much in believing that violence was not what the world needed to 
get its aim for justice and humanity. In domestic affairs, his concern toward 
minority issues and their actions turned out to be increasingly his priority. 
Robert Kennedy mostly agreed on minority movements took place in 
1960s. However, seeing that the actions were frequently contained of crime, 
violence and disaffected others, Robert Kennedy, with his former experience of 
offensive actions, deemed that this would not give any result. He asked his 
audiences in Cleveland, Ohio, “Why? What has violence ever accomplished? 
What has it ever created?” (On the Mindless Menace of Violence, April 5, 1968). 
It appears that during his political career, Robert Kennedy had dedicated himself 
to the matters of justice and minority. His speeches were drawn in those two 
fields that soon considered as the most urged affairs in the United States in 1960s. 
Furthermore, seeing that Black and Latin Americans movements were done non-
violently, Robert F. Kennedy put his support toward them. His political and moral 
criticisms were thus represented through his way of supporting the non-violence 
actions of those two minority groups. 
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The substance that Robert Francis Kennedy possessed moral criticisms 
on American society condition in 1960s that would confirm his support toward 
minority groups‟ non-violence actions becomes the interesting topic for the 
researcher to be analyzed. He was among the first white politicians who dared to 
speak up about the minority issues and supported their actions as a minority 
stated, “No other white man had this same quality” (Chafe, 1991: 368). Thus, the 
researcher intends to explore further the role of Robert Kennedy in American 
politics in 1960s, specifically related to his moral criticisms during his political 
career, as well as his support on minority groups and their non-violence actions. 
This research is conducted to find out his moral criticisms that were verified 
through his support toward minority groups non-violence actions in 1960s.  
 
B. Research Questions 
Concerning the significant issues above about Robert Francis Kennedy 
and his interest on non-violence actions from minority groups, this thesis is aimed 
to find out two subjects as follows: 
1. What were Robert Francis Kennedy‟s moral criticisms on American society 
condition in 1960s? 
2. How did Robert Francis Kennedy‟s moral criticisms affect his support toward 
minority groups non-violence actions in 1960s? 
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C. Objectives of Study 
Based on the research questions, the objectives of the thesis are: 
1. To find out Robert Francis Kennedy‟s moral criticisms on American society 
condition in 1960s. 
2. To find out how Robert Francis Kennedy‟s moral criticisms affected his 
support toward minority groups non-violence actions in 1960s. 
 
D. Scope of Study 
In having research on Robert F. Kennedy and his moral criticisms that 
supported minority groups non-violence actions, it is important to put boundaries 
so that the research would not go too far in analyzing the provided materials. In 
the thesis, the researcher limits on the minority groups whose non-violence 
actions were supported by Robert Kennedy in 1960s. These groups include Black 
American with their civil rights movement and Latin American with their two 
non-violence actions, California grape boycott and 25-day hunger strike. 
For those two minority groups, Robert Kennedy argued himself that 
their commitments to seek admittance from American government in particular 
and American people in common were significant. He proved it through his 
consistent relation with the two leading figures of those minority groups, Martin 
Luther King Jr. and Cesar Estrada Chavez. Many of his speeches, especially 
spoken during his active years as politician in 1952 until 1968, contained 
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recommendation to ban violence in the United States. How Robert Kennedy put 
his non-violence interest onto prior of his support toward Black and Latin 
America actions is the issue raised in the thesis. 
 
E. Research Significance 
This research is conducted in the substances of: 
1. Providing comprehensive facts and data about Robert Francis Kennedy during 
his political career, particularly in the area of justice and minority issues, 
further his support toward non-violence actions. 
2. Giving deeper knowledge of American modern history, which particularly 
relates to the decade of 1960s. 
3. Providing thorough knowledge about minority actions during 1960s, mainly 
Civil Rights Movement by Black American and two prominent actions 
belonged to Latin American. 
 
F. Research Methodology 
1. Type of Research 
This thesis is a descriptive qualitative research which is conducted 
through the employment of library exploration. Moleong states:  
 
“Di dalam metode deskriptif, data yang dikumpulkan berupa kata-
kata atau gambar dan bukan angka, dengan demikian laporan 
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penelitian akan berisi kutipan-kutipan data untuk memberi gambaran 
penyajian laporan tersebut” (Moleong, 2000: 7)  
 
On descriptive method, the data collected are data in the form of 
words or images, instead of numbers, so that the report of the 
research will contain of citations to give description of the report. 
 
Thus, in this research, the researcher uses books, articles and references, 
among other written texts, as the source of data.  
2. Source of Data 
The sources of data in this thesis are two speeches spoken by Robert 
Francis Kennedy during his political career in 1952-1968. The two speeches 
are entitled “Recapturing American’s Moral Values”, which was spoken at the 
University of Kansas, on March 18, 1968 and “On the Mindless Menace of 
Violence”, spoken in Cleveland, Ohio on April 5, 1968.  
The two speeches represent Robert Francis Kennedy‟s moral 
criticisms as a US politician in 1960s. He spoke in a great deal about the 
United States‟ dreadful situation in the decade that integrated to problems 
such as justice, race relations, social issues, crime and the danger in the use of 
violence in the middle of the society. Dealing with his support toward 
minority groups‟ non-violence actions, these speeches were both spoken in 
1968 during March to April. At the moment, he was running for presidential 
candidacy. He ran in favor of “his quest—to embrace the struggle of those 
who sought to overcome the injustice and intransigence of American 
institutions” (Chafe, 1991: 356). In this manner, he delivered his speeches by 
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mentioning the importance of justice and equality toward all Americans, 
majority as well as minority groups. 
 Furthermore, as the speeches were spoken when Robert Kennedy 
was running for US presidential candidacy, he summed up his 18-year 
political experiences in the speeches in order to give the Americans whole 
pictures of their country‟s condition in two current decades. The theme of the 
two speeches abstracts significantly on Robert Kennedy‟s moral criticisms 
and how, in consequence, his commitment toward justice and non-violence 
for all of his people, over and above on social issues among American society. 
3. Data 
a. Main Data 
Main data are purposively taken from the source of data such as 
word, phrase, and statement related to his interest to the minority issues 
and non-violence actions. The data comprise all criticisms of Robert 
Francis Kennedy toward American society condition at the time, 
particularly in correlation with justice, minority issues and his concern on 
non-violence actions in the United States of America, mainly in 1960s. 
In addition, in observing Robert Kennedy and his moral 
criticisms during his political career, the researcher needs to analyze the 
aspects of his vision such as social condition and American political life at 
the moment, which were represented in his speeches, based on the 
descriptive qualitative method the researcher employed. Patton states that: 
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“Qualitative data consist of detailed descriptions of situations, 
events, people, interactions and observed behaviors, direct 
quotations from people about their experiences, attitudes, 
believes, and thoughts and excerpts or entire passage documents, 
correspondents, records and case histories” (Patton, 1984: 22). 
 
b. Supporting Data 
The secondary data is collected from, books, journals, internet 
articles, videos, film and reviews about Robert Francis Kennedy and his 
political career during 1952-1968 as well as his other speeches spoken 
since he joined political field. Robert Francis Kennedy‟s biographies are 
also used to strengthen the source of data in particular concerning his 
interest toward minority issues and non-violence actions. 
4. Method of Analyzing Data 
Three steps are taken by the researcher in building the analysis of the 
data. First is comprehensive reading step that requires the researcher to read 
the source of data frequently. This step is taken in order to get inclusive 
understanding on the issues carried out in the speeches used as the source of 
data. For the data are political documents that are written based on factual 
conditions, spoken explicitly and without hidden meaning, the researcher will 
be able to find the values that Robert Kennedy intended to show his listeners 
by comparing it to the situation and condition in the society at the time. 
Second, the researcher analyzes the data by classifying the issues 
into points. The issues taken are issues which have correlation to Robert 
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Francis Kennedy‟s moral criticisms on American society condition in the 
1960s. The researcher points out to three of Robert Kennedy‟s moral 
criticisms toward moral and psychological condition of the United States‟ 
society which would be deeper analyzed in analysis chapter. For the thesis is 
examining historical events as well, the three issues would be related to the 
historical facts concerning black and Latin Americans actions in 1960s and 
then are shortly associated to Robert Francis Kennedy‟s concern toward those 
groups issues and their non-violence actions. 
Final step is making the conclusion. The thorough analysis which 
attaches between Robert Kennedy‟s moral criticisms and minority groups‟ 
non-violence actions would lead to the conclusion of whether Robert 
Kennedy‟s support toward black and Latin American‟s struggle has 
significance remark to their movements or not. 
 
G. Theoretical Approach 
As the thesis is conducted in the field of American Studies, 
interdisciplinary analysis is needed. 
 
As a meeting place of many culture systems of ritual and beliefs, 
America can be seen as a vast borderland where identity, language, and 
space are constantly inter-changed, contested and crossed-over. 
Interdisciplinary studies, which both interconnects and transgresses 
boundaries as a method of exploration, provides a suitable method 
through which to engage with this dominant voices, and to appreciate 
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and listen to the other voices, recognizing their mutual struggles to be 
heard. (Campbell and Kean, 10) 
 
It means that the researcher would apply several certain approaches in analyzing 
the data. The use of multidisciplinary approaches is important in order to draw 
logical interpretation toward the source of data and the data that will eventually 
generate a suitable and expected conclusion. Hence, to be able to carry out the 
aims of the thesis, the researcher employs three approaches. 
The first approach is sociopolitical approach. According to Duverger in 
his book, Sosiologie Politique, basic theory of sociology politics is to: 
 
Paham bahwa politik mencakup baik konflik antara individu-individu 
dan kelompok untuk memperoleh kekuasaan, yang dipergunakan oleh 
pemenang bagi keuntungannya sendiri atas kerugian dari yang 
ditaklukkan, maupun usaha untuk menegakkan ketertiban sosial yang 
berguna bagi semua orang. (Duverger, 1972: 29) 
 
Understand that politics includes both conflicts between individuals and 
groups to gain power which is used by the winner for his own sake 
above disadvantages for the loser, and effort to uphold social order for 
everyone‟s goodness. 
 
On one side, politics is a means to ride for power, which Duverger 
points that such power is used by certain group of people to rule over other 
groups, to maintain their domination toward them and to exploit them, while the 
lesser group try to against and to erase such domination and exploitation. On the 
other side, politics can be utilized to preserve social order and justice as power 
has function to protect social welfare and common good (Duverger, 1972: 27). 
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Hence, sociopolitical approach employs power and society, thus finds the relation 
among them. In this research, the researcher will correlate the power of Robert 
Kennedy who held the authority of the United States government as Attorney 
General in 1961 to 1964 and as Senator in 1964 to 1968 to his people which was 
delivered through speeches he spoke during his political career. At the same time, 
it is important to look at the social condition in 1950s and 1960s that shaped 
Robert Francis Kennedy‟s moral criticisms on American society condition, on 
minority groups and on their demands which they delivered through actions 
occurred in the decades. 
Second approach is biographical approach. Biography is a study of the 
man of genius, of his moral, intellectual and emotional development (Wellek and 
Warren, 1955: 75). How man grows morally, emotionally, and intellectually can 
be traced back through the use of this study that requires the excerpt of his 
biographies, letters, important documents, photos, or direct interview with the 
figure (Nyoman Ratna, 2004: 56). This approach gives detail on how family and 
early background of life from a figure could shape his ideology or the way he has 
his own views on certain issue. A broad area of minority concern Robert Francis 
Kennedy had taken during his active years as a politician can be traced back from 
his and his family‟s early life. Robert Francis Kennedy was a descendant of Irish 
immigrant that came to the New York after Great Famine attacked Ireland in mid-
1800s. It was Patrick Kennedy, his great grandfather, who fought to gain equal 
opportunity and made it into success for his heirs. Lived under the term of 
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minority himself, Robert Francis Kennedy contested for the opportunity of other 
minority groups in the United States during his political career in 1952 to 1968. 
The biographical approach is used to examine Robert Francis Kennedy‟s moral 
criticisms based on his life and his family‟s experiences that shaped his political 
idealism as well as his moral criticisms, which affected his support toward black 
and Latin American‟s non-violence actions 
The third approach is historical approach. In their book, Crow and 
Turnbull suggest their history reader to be able to imagine and cultivate history 
through the interpretation of men and events as they relate to a specific problem 
in history (Crow and Turnbull, 1972: vii). Thus, a study of history requires men 
and events as the subjects and that they relate to each other. The relation of both 
subjects in history may be defined as the relation of influence. Men influence 
what particular events will occur and vice versa, events influence men to have 
specific thoughts, ideas or views to represent what they feel about the certain 
period in history. On the other hand, an American historian, Frederick Jackson 
Turner in his thesis “established a narrative of Western history that sought to 
explain not just that region of the nation, but the entire make-up of a national 
character” (Campbell and Kean, 6). In this point of view, history may shape and 
gives contribution on how certain period of time in the past be named and how 
mentality of a society of people be characterized. Therefore, this approach is 
useful in order to explain Robert Francis Kennedy‟s support on minority groups 
non-violence actions in 1960s. This approach will reveal how social issues 
 
 
 
 
20 
happened among American society, predominantly those occurred in the decade 
of 1960s, shaped Robert Francis Kennedy‟s moral criticisms and encouraged him 
to support minority groups non-violence actions.  
 
H. Thesis Organization 
This thesis is divided into four chapters: 
Chapter 1: Introduction 
A. Background of Choosing the Subject 
B. Research Questions 
C. Objectives of Study 
D. Scope of Study 
E. Research Significance 
F. Research Methodology 
G. Theoretical Approach 
H. Thesis Organization 
 
Chapter 2: Literature Review 
A. Robert Francis Kennedy‟s Biography 
1. The Kennedy Family 
2. Robert Francis Kennedy‟s Early Life 
3. Robert Francis Kennedy‟s Political Career (1952-1968) 
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B. Concept of Non-Violence 
C. 1960s: The Turbulent Decade 
1. Issues on Minority Groups 
2. Violence Actions 
3. Minority Groups Non-Violence Actions in 1960s: Black American and 
Latin American  
 
Chapter 3: Analysis 
A. Robert Francis Kennedy‟s Moral Criticisms toward American Society 
Condition in 1960s 
1. On the Fear of Difference 
2. Sickness of the Soul 
3. On the Use of Violence 
B. Robert Francis Kennedy‟s Support on Minority Groups Non-Violence 
Actions 
1. Support on Black American Actions in Civil Rights Movement 
2. Support on Latin American Actions in California Grape Boycott and 
25-Day Hunger Strike 
 
Chapter 4: Conclusion and Recommendation 
A. Conclusion 
B. Recommendation 
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CHAPTER 2 
LITERATURE REVIEW 
ROBERT FRANCIS KENNEDY’S BIOGRAPHY AND 1960S AS THE 
TURBULENT DECADE 
 
Robert Francis Kennedy was the third generation of an Irish immigrant who 
came to the United States in 1840s. He brought Irish blood from his great 
grandfather, Patrick Kennedy. As an immigrant, Patrick Kennedy had experienced 
discriminations because he came from Ireland, a country whose emigrants most 
American people considered as worthless. He and his first descendants had given 
significant influence toward Robert Kennedy‟s way of life. Accordingly, Robert 
Kennedy‟s early family existence and role cannot be separated from what vision he 
would embrace later during his political career. In this chapter, the researcher will 
give concise details about the Kennedy family in addition to Robert F. Kennedy‟s 
biography himself. 
Furthermore, the researcher will also give brief explanation about social 
problems in the 1960s, regarding to justice, minority issues and violence. This 
includes the actions black and Latin American took in order to deliver what they 
demanded toward society. The explanation is given in order to draw logical relation 
between Robert Kennedy‟s moral criticisms‟ background and the prominent issues 
concerning black and Latin American‟s actions. 
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A. Robert Francis Kennedy’s Biography 
1. The Kennedy Family 
Robert Francis Kennedy‟s grandfather, Patrick Kennedy, was the first 
Kennedy who came to the New World. At the age of 25, he decided to go to the 
United States from his village in Dugganstown, New Ross, County Wexford, 
Ireland, following the Great Famine in 1840s which attacked his homeland in 
Ireland. The disaster of failed potato crops was so immense that encouraged the 
young Kennedy to emigrate rather than to continue his family tradition as farmer. 
The emigration was a common thing for people in Ireland as the result of the 
famine, among other causes. They tried to trace better fortune by fleeing to 
Britain or America.  
 
The Irish were the first group of impoverished Europeans to leave their 
homeland in the nineteenth century. The Irish Poor Law of 1838, the 
enclosure movement, on the land, and finally the Great Famine at the 
end of 1840s, when blight ravaged the potato crops and brought untold 
misery and starvation to millions, combined to increase emigration.” 
(Dinnerstein and Reimers, 1983: 21) 
 
With hundreds of other Irish immigrants, in 1849 Patrick Kennedy 
arrived in Boston harbor, Massachusetts. Boston was a city that had already 
settled and was dominated by the riches and the elites. Immigrants were detested, 
especially those who came from Ireland. Their numbers were vast, but their 
powers were only in their bodies, not in their mind and knowledge. Therefore, at 
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the time Irish immigrants were considered worthless, especially in the East 
Boston, a ruthless area for immigrants.  
Beside their vast numbers, Irish‟s Catholicism also became the 
consideration for them to be degraded, because the religion existed in the middle 
of vast Protestant groups. These two causes made the majority group in the 
region, who belonged to the White, Anglo Saxon, and Protestant community, 
discriminated Irish immigrants. As the result, most of Irish people came to Boston 
worked only as harbor labors and other severe jobs in the cultivations. Only a 
small numbers of the immigrants could acquire good life in the era. 
 
They were mostly country folk, small farmers, cottagers and farm 
laborers. Yet they congregated mainly in the cities along the Eastern 
seaboard, for they did not have the money to travel after reaching shore. 
Few could read or write; some spoke only Gaelic. The Irish were the 
first to endure the scorn and discrimination later to be inflicted, to some 
degree at least, on each successive wave of immigrants by already 
settled “Americans.” In speech and dress they seemed foreign; they were 
poor and unskilled; and they were arriving in overwhelming numbers. 
The Irish are perhaps the only people in our history with the distinction 
of having a political party, the Know-Nothings, formed against them. 
Their religion was later also the target of the American Protective 
Association, and in this century, the Ku Klux Klan. (Kennedy, 1964: 40) 
 
The common thing had also happened to Patrick Kennedy. For almost 
his entire life, Patrick Kennedy could not afford fortune for himself, his wife, 
Bridget Murphy whom he married with, and his four children. He was only a tin 
maker who worked full time but earned only a little income. It was his son, 
Patrick Joseph Kennedy, who made the chance came to the family. Patrick Joseph 
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Kennedy opened successful saloons and run liquor business. As he was able to 
make enough fortune, his status climbed up as part of middle class society. His 
wealth, combined with his influence in East Boston, also made him confident to 
represent his area in politics, joining local Democratic Party.  
 
Political by nature, he found that politics came naturally to him. In 1884 
he had been elected to the Democratic Club of Ward Two…. In 1886, 
the year that children of Irish immigrants first outnumbered those of the 
native born in Boston, P.J (Patrick Joseph) and his allies took control of 
Democratic Committee of Ward Two and he was elected to the State 
Senate. (Collier and Horowitz, 1984: 14) 
 
Patrick Joseph Kennedy‟s son, Joseph Patrick Kennedy continued his 
father‟s charge as the family hope. His talent in collecting money had been seen 
since he was child and he sustained it as he grown up. Joseph Patrick was a tough 
man. When he was enrolled in Harvard, he felt the intense competition between 
him and his American fellows. As son of saloonkeeper and, even worse, grandson 
of one of the famine Irish, Joe Kennedy should have found university life 
difficult. However, he emerged thinking he was as good as anyone else and he set 
out to complete the journey to America his grandfather had begun half a century 
earlier (Collier and Horowitz, 1984: 25-27).  
In sustaining his ability in business, Joseph Patrick Kennedy and his 
family moved to New York, where power and racial amount was not as intense as 
in Boston. Eventually, he succeeded in raising his and his family name through 
fortunes and authority. 
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Not yet fifty years old, Joe Kennedy had already gone through several 
careers, always moving forward, pushing toward the center of things, 
grasping for more. He had been an operator on Wall Street, a self-made 
man who accumulated one of the largest private fortunes of the twenties. 
He had gone to Hollywood and become one of the first tycoons, making 
movies and engineering some of the mergers that transformed the film 
world from a colony into an industry. He had entered politics and 
become one of the most controversial personalities of the New Deal, a 
power in the Democratic Party and a friend of the President. (Collier and 
Horowitz, 1984: 3) 
 
Joseph Patrick would later have nine children, who one of them was 
Robert Francis Kennedy. Although these kids came from a wealthy family with 
huge assets collected by their father, Kennedy children could not just enjoy it 
wastefully. Joseph Kennedy educated his children hard and in disciplinal 
atmosphere. Encouraged by his family background as minority, he was so 
ambitious in proving that he could obtain successfulness above majority group. 
He handed over his ambition to his children. He taught each of them to be 
competitive and never accept the second place. 
The ambition of Joseph Kennedy was also delivered through politics. 
Continuing his father‟s political view, he joined Democratic Party. He supported 
the candidacy of Franklin Delano Roosevelt as US President in three successive 
periods. For his role, he expected to be awarded one position in the cabinet, but it 
never happened. After several low office appointments, in 1937 Joe Kennedy Sr. 
was selected to be the ambassador for Great Britain. Nonetheless, “this 
appointment was considered as a mistake that his isolationism and vocal 
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skepticism about England‟s ability to continue the war against Germany made 
him enormously unpopular abroad and at home” (Seymour, 1998: 45).  
The failure of his national political career did not destroy Joe Kennedy 
and his ambition of making the first Catholic President of the United States. He 
followed up his thought to his children, especially to his sons. He thought that 
“great things were expected of the Kennedy sons, and the means were provided: 
$1-million trust funds, entrance to the Ivy League, and later, leverage to see that 
they held government positions” (http://www.answers.com/topic/robert-f-
kennedy). It was Joseph Patrick Kennedy Jr. who became the first heir of his 
father‟s objective, but he died when he was the officer on charge in World War II. 
Soon the second son, John F. Kennedy, maintained the succession of the 
ambition. JFK finally made his father‟s dream into real that in 1961 he was 
inaugurated as the 35
th
 President of the United States.  By this inauguration, Joe 
Kennedy Sr.‟s ambition was close to complete that Kennedys became the major 
Irish-descendant family in the United States who successfully upheld its existence 
from a minor group. His two youngest sons, Robert Francis Kennedy and Edward 
Moore Kennedy were also involved in politics and held important positions in 
government. Joe Kennedy played a significant role as financier and campaign 
conductor for he recognized himself as his children‟s biggest liability 
(http://www.pbs.org/wgbh/amex/archives/theme_bios_01.html). 
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Joe Kennedy‟s goal, encouraged by his background as a person 
belonged to the minority group, gave significant influence toward his sons‟ ideals 
in politics. To some extent, this influenced ideal became the basic vision of Joe 
Kennedy Sr.‟s kids, including Robert Kennedy, during their political career. 
 
2. Robert Francis Kennedy’s Early Life 
After their marriage, Joseph Patrick Kennedy and his wife, Rose 
Fitzgerald Kennedy stayed at their estate in Hyannis Port, Massachusetts. Here, 
Robert Francis Kennedy was born on November 20, 1925. Soon after, he and his 
family moved to a new estate in New York. From his stubborn father and 
numbers of siblings, Robert Kennedy learned how to be competitive. As Joseph 
Kennedy always taught his children to be the best of everything, he “ laid down 
strict rules of conduct: Never take second best; when the going gets tough, the 
tough get going; passivity is intolerable” 
(http://www.arlingtoncemetery.net/rfk.htm). Competition became the every day 
view in the family. They competed in every single thing they did, such as sport, 
mark in school, and knowledge. Discipline was also highly established in each of 
Kennedy kid.  
It became a consequence that as one of Kennedy children, Robert 
Francis Kennedy could not be separated from his family competitiveness nature. 
His effort was even tougher than his two older brothers, Joseph Patrick Kennedy 
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Jr. and John F. Kennedy. He affirmed in irony, “I was the seventh of nine 
children, and when you come from that far down you have to struggle to survive.”  
A sister reminisced Robert Kennedy‟s attempt to be considered as competitive as 
his other siblings, as well as to be able to be “somebody” in his big family. This 
was well thought-out to be the single incident that seemed to typify both his 
desire to please and his awkwardness.  
 
One evening, hearing the call to dinner and determined not to trespass 
against his father‟s well-known desire for promptness, Bobby came 
running; he forgot the glass partition separating the living room and the 
dining area and crashed into it, and shards of falling glass cut him all 
over his body. (Collier and Horowitz, 1984: 73) 
 
Among the Kennedys, Robert Kennedy was characteristically unseen by 
most of his siblings. “Bobby was so much younger than Joe Junior and Jack (John 
F. Kennedy) that no one expected much from him and as a result he had trouble 
determining what he should expect from himself” (Collier and Horowitz, 1984: 
72). Robert Kennedy found it hard to place himself in his family for two oldest 
Kennedy brothers, Joe Jr. and John, became their father‟s favorite sons to 
continue his dreams. He always wanted to be counted on, even among his sisters, 
but his clumsiness in addition to his shyness constantly put him away.  
 
“Maybe my first impression of him was that we both were, in a way, 
misfits,” recalled boyhood friend David Hackett. “He was neither a 
natural athlete nor a natural student nor a natural success with girls and 
he had no natural gift for popularity. Nothing came easily for him. What 
he had was a set of handicaps and a fantastic determination to overcome 
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them.” (Reitzes, David, 1998, Revolutionary Senator, http://www.jfk-
online.com/rfk.html) 
 
Rose Kennedy, Robert Kennedy‟s mother, recalled, “He was the 
smallest and thinnest, and we feared he might grow up puny and girlish” 
(http://www.arlingtoncemetery.net/rfk.htm). Joe Kennedy Sr. called him runt 
while one of his older sisters counted him out when a family friend was praising 
the young Kennedys and Robert Kennedy‟s name came up. However, in 
responding this minor role, Robert Kennedy sustained in the competitiveness.  
 
Not only were Robert's sisters tomboyish, but he was also prodded to 
competitiveness by his father and by Joseph Jr., who served as a 
surrogate father to his siblings. “Joe taught me to sail, to swim, to play 
football and baseball,” he remembered. … Although Robert as a youth 
was overshadowed by his older brothers, he displayed grim 
determination to succeed. A classmate at Milton Academy, where he 
prepared for Harvard, said: "It was much tougher in school for him than 
the others—socially, in football, with studies." Nonetheless, Robert kept 
up.  (http://www.arlingtoncemetery.net/rfk.htm) 
 
As Robert Kennedy grew up then, finding his relationship with his older brother 
intensively developed and knowing what role in the family he now had, his father 
believed in his capability of the only Kennedy brother who would “keep the 
Kennedys together in the future.” (Kennedy Sr. in Collier and Horowitz, 1984: 
269) He would later become one of the most prominent men in the family, came 
out from his shyness and clumsy attitudes into determining man who also wanted 
to hold the family legacy. 
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Catholicism was most likely strength Robert Kennedy had. His 
devoutness to this Irish family traditional religion was the toughest amid his 
brothers and sisters as his mother “was interested in his religiousness and proud 
that he wanted to be an altar boy” (Collier and Horowitz, 1984: 72). It was “his 
piety which became his most distinguishing characteristic among his siblings” 
(http://www.pbs.org/wgbh/amex/archives/theme_bios_01.html). 
Regardless of Joe Kennedy Sr.‟s idealism of competitiveness and 
discipline toward his family, he was willing to provide the best education for each 
of his children, including for Robert Kennedy. As abovementioned, Joe Kennedy 
Sr. had granted each of his children with huge fortune to support their education 
in American prominent school and college. Robert Kennedy attended Catholic 
Portsmouth Priory but then enrolled to Milton Academy, an eminent preparation 
school before he entered Harvard. However, Joe Kennedy and his wife built their 
own education atmosphere at their own house, engaging their children in a 
discussion about history and world‟s current issues. 
 
Perhaps more important for his education was the Kennedy family 
dinner table, where his parents involved their children in discussions of 
history and current affairs. “I can hardly remember a mealtime,” Robert 
Kennedy said, “when the conversation was not dominated by what 
Franklin D. Roosevelt was doing or what was happening in the world.” 
(http://www.rfkmemorial.org/lifevision/biography/) 
 
In 1944, Robert Kennedy left the Milton Academy early to enter 
Harvard College. However, when the war broke, he enlisted his name in US 
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Navy. He started to serve the Navy as the apprentice seaman on the destroyer ship 
named after his oldest brother, Joseph P. Kennedy Jr. After about seven months 
serving on naval duty as a lieutenant, Robert Kennedy continued his study at 
Harvard. He earned his Bachelor of Arts degree in 1948 but he could not afford 
high grade to be able to attend Harvard Law School, although at the same time he 
owned a very strong work ethics. In September 1948, Robert Kennedy registered 
at the University of Virginia Law School which later respectably became 
Kennedys‟ favorite university after Harvard. It was in 1951 Robert Kennedy 
achieved his law degree from the university.  
Previously, in the middle of his study in June 1950, he married his 
sister‟s college friend, Ethel Skakel. From his marriage, Robert Kennedy would 
later brood eleven children, with one of them was born several months after his 
death in June 1968. They are: Kathleen Hartington (born 1951), Joseph Patrick III 
(born 1952), Robert Francis Jr. (born 1954), David Anthony (born 1955), Mary 
Courtney (born 1956), Michael Lemoyne (born 1958), Mary Kerry (born 1959), 
Christopher George (born 1963), Matthew Maxwell Taylor (born 1965), Douglass 
Harriman (born 1967) and Rory Elizabeth (born 1968). Robert Kennedy and his 
family settled in an estate widely known as Hickory Hill, near Washington D.C., 
in the state of Virginia. 
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3. Robert Francis Kennedy’s Political Career (1952-1968) 
After graduating from University of Virginia, Robert Kennedy joined 
Massachusetts bar in 1951. He experienced his first job as an attorney by joining 
US Department of Justice in Criminal Division. In June 1952, Robert Kennedy 
resigned from the office to hold his brother, John F. Kennedy‟s campaign for US 
Senate from Massachusetts. It was his very first involvement in politics. One of 
his campaign aide said that Robert Kennedy converted his time to the campaign, 
even more than that of the candidate himself. He took every accusation against 
him and made the candidate had clean record. In the following years, these 
natures of he conducted the campaign would reliably label his personality: 
abrasive, mean and ruthless (Collier and Horowitz, 1984: 226). Hence, the 
campaign was a great success. 
In 1953, recommended by his father, Robert Kennedy worked for 
Senator Joseph R. McCarthy (R, Wisconsin) in his Senate Permanent 
Subcommittee on Investigations as an assistant counsel among other 15 staffs. 
Because of the recommendation, this was said as “the most controversial venture 
appointment during his political career” 
(http://www.arlingtoncemetery.net/rfk.htm). However, worked only for a short 
period of six months, Robert Kennedy signed out from the committee. He 
disputed McCarthy for he did not like the way the committee run by the Senator. 
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I thought it was headed for disaster…. Most of the investigations were 
instituted on the basis of some preconceived notion by the chief counsel 
or his staff members and not on the basis of information that had been 
developed…. I thought McCarthy made a mistake in allowing the 
Committee to operate in such a fashion, told him so and resigned. 
(http://www.jfk-online.com/rfk.html) 
 
Instead, Robert Kennedy joined another subcommittee on investigations 
under Senator John McClellan (D, Arkansas) in the following year. At the time 
the committee focused on the investigation of International Brotherhood of 
Teamster‟s Union, he was chosen to lead over 65 investigator staffs. Robert 
Kennedy was after the Union‟s leaders, David Beck and James H. Hoffa or 
known as Jimmy Hoffa. They were convicted for the association corruption for 
their own expenses and other crimes and violence. The matters were so much 
influenced Robert Kennedy‟s effort to find them guilty that he felt the crimes of 
the two were in favor of national disadvantages. The hearing of the case was held 
for over a year and “(Robert) Kennedy emerged as a national figure when his 
investigation of James Hoffa was televised” 
(http://www.spartacus.schoolnet.co.uk/USAkennedyR.htm). In time, Robert 
Kennedy was able to prove David Beck guilty and he was “indicted and convicted 
of larceny and income tax evasion and sent to prison” (Thomas‟s Robert 
Kennedy: His Life, in http://www.orwelltoday.com/rfkhoffa.shtml). However, the 
effort of putting Jimmy Hoffa to the jail was another story. Robert Kennedy needs 
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rigorous several years before in 1964 he was able to condemn him guilty for jury 
tampering, fraud and conspiracy. 
In 1959, Robert Kennedy resigned from the committee to conduct John 
F. Kennedy‟s presidential campaign. Using the same methods as he used to apply 
when running for JFK‟s Senate election in 1952, Robert Kennedy became the 
center of the campaign. The campaign was one more time success. JFK, the 35
th
 
president of the United States, the first Irish Catholic and the youngest president 
was inaugurated on January 20, 1961. In his cabinet, JFK later chose Robert 
Kennedy as the Attorney General, who leads the Department of Justice. Though 
the decision was nationally controversial and was considered as nepotism, JFK 
stood on his choice and remained making his brother as his closest advisor. He 
had known his brother‟s characteristic as a reliable person and he did “wanted his 
brother in the cabinet as absolutely loyal and dependable confidant” 
(http://www.arlingtoncemetery.net/rfk.htm). Principally, however hard the critics 
said, “Robert Kennedy was an effective attorney general, positioned to be his 
brother's adviser on every issue, foreign or domestic” 
(http://www.pbs.org/wgbh/amex/archives/theme_bios_01.html).  
When he was chosen Attorney General, Robert Kennedy was only 
thirty-five years old that made him the second youngest US Attorney General 
throughout the history. Despite his young age, “in time he won respect for his 
cogent, humane, and non-partisan administration of the Department of Justice” 
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(http://www.answers.com/topic/robert-f-kennedy). Arthur Schlesinger named him 
as “the best Attorney General since Francis Biddle twenty years earlier” 
(Schlesinger, 1976: 643) for his domestic and foreign achievements throughout 
the administration.  
As the Attorney General, together with the president, Robert Kennedy 
dealt with some nationwide issues. Throughout his term in office, he “touched 
many sensitive areas of the nation‟s life civil rights, immigration, crime, labor 
legislation, defense of the poor, pardons, economic monopoly, juvenile 
delinquency, and the Federal Judiciary” 
(http://www.arlingtoncemetery.net/rfk.htm). Yet, mainly he was notable to be 
involved in the issues of civil rights, organized crime, Cuban Missile Crisis and 
Vietnam War. It was very much understood that his concern toward justice and 
social matters was clearer during his tenure at the office. 
Concerning his continuity trial toward Teamster‟s leader, Jimmy Hoffa, 
Robert Kennedy pushed himself to work harder on organized crime and mafia. He 
put ahead the matter of erasing organized crime and all of its impacts in American 
society as his priority task as an Attorney General, among other duties. Robert 
Kennedy did it. He raised the number of investigation toward members of 
organized crime and mafia from 40 names before his tenure to 2,300 when he left 
the office in 1964. He formed an intelligence commission named Organized 
Crime Section in his department and made each of its member focused on the 
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effort of chasing members of organized crime as well as erasing it. He improved 
man and financial power toward the section that made him “the first Attorney 
General who worked hard on declaring war to organized crime and mafia” 
(Davis, 1987: 466).  Alexander Bickel consequently admitted Robert Kennedy‟s 
capability and helped him to answer the long standing critics of his appointment. 
He said that the post of Attorney General on JFK‟s administration was “the most 
brilliantly staffed department in a long time” (Bickel in Collier and Horowitz, 
1984: 337). Not only within the Department of Justice where Robert Kennedy 
built the force to fight against organized crime, he made Federal Bureau of 
Investigation (FBI), a governmental body which years under J. Edgar Hoover was 
nearly run itself beyond the control of Department of Justice, to share information 
and files related to the crime. Robert Kennedy made effective the relation of the 
two government bodies, pushed Hoover to dislike him yet successfully 
maintained the growth of the crime across the nation.  
Besides organized crime and mafia, Robert Kennedy was also involved 
in civil rights issue. He and the President urged the Congress to pass the law 
concerning civil rights and segregation that still often happened in the country. 
His relationship with Martin Luther King Jr. showed his position in encouraging 
civil rights efforts. He himself did some significant things to reveal his concern 
toward the issue, such as sending the troops to accompany James Meredith to 
attend University of Mississippi as the first black student in the university, as well 
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as releasing Dr. King from jail after he was convicted for communism issue inside 
the civil rights movement. Civil Rights Act would be finally passed in 1964 and it 
was Robert and John F. Kennedy who were the initiators for the law. 
In foreign affairs, Robert Kennedy became the most trusted advisor for 
John Kennedy. He gave his role toward Cuban Missile Crisis as the mediator 
between the United States and Russia. The event, which was marked as the likely 
affair to be the cause of World War III, was resolved after Robert Kennedy 
conferred Russian ambassador. They agreed on some points of resolution that 
would end the nuclear crisis in Cuba. On the other hand, Vietnam War also 
became Robert Kennedy‟s and his brother‟s concern. They both tried the best way 
to end the war that seemed to grow wider. On his trip to Saigon in 1962, he said 
vigorously about the war: 
 
“This is a new kind of war, but war it in a very real sense of the word. It 
is a war fought not by massive divisions but secretly by terror, 
assassination, ambush and infiltration. … I think the United States will 
do what is necessary to help the country that is trying to repeal 
aggression with its own blood, tears and sweat.” (Collier and Horowitz, 
1984: 367) 
 
As his reputation as a politician climbed, Robert Kennedy had to deal 
with JFK‟s assassination, on November 22, 1963 in Dallas, Texas. The loss of his 
brother by an assassination was somehow destructive for Robert Kennedy. He 
underwent period of sorrow and despair for over months because of this. He was 
often caught to walk alone in addition to his new routine of reading books about 
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Greek tragedy and philosophy. Declined to investigate further the case of John F. 
Kennedy‟s murder, Robert Kennedy felt that he was the one who should be the 
target of the murder and reasonably thought that people related to organized crime 
he tried to combat might be behind this. Hence afterward, people saw that his 
determination in chasing mafias started to fade, at the same time he began to 
examine the danger of violence developed rapidly in 1960s. His character went 
through a change as well as his political views during the period. 
 
In the years before President Kennedy‟s death, Robert Kennedy had 
always been perceived as the “hard-headed” Kennedy, “ruthless” in his 
single-minded campaign to incarcerate teamster boss Jimmy Hoffa, 
tough and pragmatic in the machinelike efficiency with which he ran his 
brother‟s political campaign and contested potential adversaries. … 
After the assassination, one aide noted, Kennedy seemed to be in 
constant pain. … Kennedy‟s political views, both on foreign and 
domestic policy, also underwent a transforming during these years. … 
Personal contacts with the human victims of exploitation became 
passion, both heightening his own consciousness of poverty and 
anguish, and informing his political analysis of the individuals and 
institutions responsible for such suffering. (Chafe, 1991: 349-350) 
 
Robert Kennedy remained in the position of Attorney General after 
JFK‟s assassination. However, his detest toward Lyndon B. Johnson and the 
president‟s policies on Vietnam War did not make him stay longer in the office. 
Robert Kennedy resigned in November 1964 after almost four years served as 
United States Attorney General to be able to campaign for a seat in United States 
Senate. Basically, “he supported Johnson on domestic issues, especially on the 
War on Poverty and civil rights, but he disliked Johnson personally and above all 
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clashed with him over the war in Vietnam” 
(http://www.answers.com/topic/robert-f-kennedy).  
Robert Kennedy ran for Senate seat to represent state of New York, 
instead of Massachusetts, the state where he was born in or of Virginia, the state 
where he lived in. Some considered that this was his strategy to have a strong 
base of electors for future presidential election 
(http://www.answers.com/topic/robert-f-kennedy). None of Massachusetts or 
Virginia had this power as good as New York did. In fact, Robert Kennedy gained 
significant number of vote there, beating Kenneth Keating by half of the voter. He 
was the first New York Senator who had ever done that before in 2004 Hillary 
Clinton did the same thing, representing New York rather than the state she lived 
in, Illinois.  
In the Senate, Robert Kennedy took care of issues that did not far from 
his truly concern, justice and social problem. During his term as Senator, Robert 
Kennedy applied his power to be able to touch every phase of social issues, either 
happened in his constituent state or in other states, or even in other countries by 
actively giving speeches dealing with issues concerning justice and civil rights. 
His journey throughout Asia and Africa became one of his major agenda in 
promoting peace, justice, and civil rights around the world. In fact, he served as 
one of few politicians who acted as a “liberal voice of social reform and became 
identified particularly as a spokesman for the rights of minorities” 
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(http://www.answers.com/topic/robert-f-kennedy). To the minority groups, he 
showed his concern to them through his words supporting equal rights and 
opportunity to those groups. Robert Kennedy intensified his concern toward black 
American‟s civil rights movement and grew upright relationship with Martin 
Luther King Jr. as he also commenced to know Latin American causes, especially 
in California, where numbers of Mexican and other South American countries 
immigrants who worked as labor and worker in plantation increased. His name 
was consequently popular among people of these groups. Many depended their, 
their children‟s and their nation‟s future on his capability of erasing gap amid race 
and generations. Thus, he saw 1968 presidential election as an opportunity to 
initiate a change upon his country. 
Robert Kennedy, answering the challenge of the nation‟s crucial 
problems, announced his presidential candidacy on March 16, 1968. He perceived 
that Johnson‟s policy toward Vietnam War and domestic issues were no longer 
appropriate for the Americans, who at the same time, also demanded change and 
reform. While much dissatisfaction from minority groups gained their momentum 
through movements, Robert Kennedy took the chance of accommodating their 
movements through his solemn candidacy. He wanted to guarantee that each 
American, regardless of their race, color and religion could be full citizen of the 
United States and enjoyed the equal freedom stated in the US Constitution. He 
embarked his candidacy from this point of view, although there were objections 
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went along with this decision, since he would confront his own fellow Democrat, 
Eugene McCarthy. Yet, Robert Kennedy was stopped from the effort and from his 
later political career. Sirhan Bishara Sirhan, a Palestinian refugee shot him down 
at the night he was attending his victory party after California Primary, June 5, 
1968. Robert Kennedy died a day after and was buried in Arlington Cemetery, 
next to John F. Kennedy‟s gravesite.  
 
B. Concept of Non-Violence 
Non-violence basically is a political and social method used in general 
in late several decades, although in fact it had been applied for centuries in 
different forms and techniques. Exercised in purpose to change social system and 
demanding political revolution toward government and its policies, non-violence 
was highly effective as Henry David Thoreau made it his fundamental thoughts of 
civil disobedience and transcendentalism movement and as Mahatma Gandhi 
utilized it to gain Indian independence from British rulers. The actions would 
later be adopted by Martin Luther King Jr. and Cesar Chavez, among standing 
figures of non-violence actions in other countries, to seek justice and equality for 
their people in the United States. 
“Non-violence is the theory, the ideology and the philosophy, or 
however the culture of those who consider that human relationships must be run 
without the use of violence, without the use of guns and avoiding aggression and 
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war” (http://www.fact-index.com/n/no/nonviolence.html).  According to Bob 
Irwin and Gordon Faison as quoted in Randy Schutt (2002), in comprehensive 
understanding, non-violence can not be defined as “simply any methods which is 
not violent. Broadly speaking, it means taking action that goes beyond normal 
institutionalized political methods (voting, lobbying, letter writing, verbal 
expression) without injuring opponents” (Irwin and Faison in 
www.vernalproject.org/papers/understanding/WhyNonviolence.pdf). Hence, non-
violence comes from the idea and philosophy that fighting against social system 
and political circumstances can also be done through peace and tranquility. The 
act is strategically done to campaign for avoiding false and unfair treatment 
toward some certain groups or people in addition to showing protest toward 
government‟s unjust policy and law. 
Physical contacts between people are rarely taken in action. “Dialectical 
debate is preferred rather than contraposition of forces” as the advocated of non-
violence also “prefer talking about „resistance‟ rather than about „conflict‟” 
(http://www.fact-index.com/n/no/nonviolence.html). Martin Luther King Jr. 
stated that people who do non-violence are people who actually “constantly 
moving to the point where (they) refuse to hate (their) enemy” and that they are 
“constantly moving to the point where (they) love (their) enemy” 
(http://www.mkgandhi.org/nonviolence/). In their views, non-violence does not 
only comprise physical repression, they will evade non-physical coercion as well. 
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Intolerance, hatred and discrimination are violence, thus must not be nurtured at 
the same degree that they will refuse to have or to do something leads to violence. 
 
At the individual level, one can choose to live one‟s personal life when 
relating to other people, such as refusing to fight other people or to own 
weapons of self-defense. On the collective level, it can refer to 
generating public opposition to war or promotion of peaceful means of 
settling international conflicts. Non-violence may combine both the 
personal and the political through acts of civil disobedience or refusing 
to participate in a war effort. (http://www.fact-
index.com/n/no/nonviolence.html) 
 
The acts of non-violence actions cover three main methods: 1) protest 
and persuasion, 2) noncooperation and, 3) intervention, which are elucidated into 
the techniques such as speechmaking, picketing, petitions, vigils, street theater, 
marches, rallies, teach-ins, strikes, hunger strikes, civil disobedience, economic 
boycotts, tax refusal, sits-in, occupations, blockades, and including the 
establishment of parallel governments which compete with the old order of 
sovereignty (www.vernalproject.org/papers/understanding/WhyNonviolence.pdf). 
Advocates of non-violence might utilize the direct actions mentioned above as 
they also use the influence of mass media to shape public opinion and finally to 
seek sympathy from the public. 
Historically, non-violence act was drawn from the religious beliefs. 
Either Abrahamic or Dharmic religions, or even the pagan tradition, were 
associated with non-violence as their central religious tenets. Many leaders and 
advocates of non-violence have extracted the idea of their struggles from diverse 
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religious basis of non-violence such as meditation and rumination as well as “the 
way of life of Jesus Christ, Siddhartha Gautama and to the notion of ahimsa in 
Jainism”. Walter Wink “points that Jesus Christ as an early non-violence 
strategist” (http://www.fact-index.com/n/no/nonviolence.html) while the teaching 
of ahimsa or non-violence later becomes the tenets of Satyagraha, was fully 
employed by Mahatma Gandhi.  
In addition, many of modern advocates of non-violence drew their 
thoughts from theory of civil disobedience, derived from Henry David Thoreau‟s 
prominent essay, “Resistance to Civil Government”. Detesting slavery system and 
having the experience of jailing because he did not pay his tax poll as his form of 
protest of American-Mexican War, Thoreau argued that people should not obey 
the unjust laws made by the government. 
 
His defense of the private, individual conscience against the expediency 
of the majority found expression in his most famous essay, “Civil 
Disobedience,” which was first published in May 1849 under the title 
“Resistance to Civil Government.” The essay received little attention 
until the 20th century, when it found an eager audience. To many, its 
message still sounds timely: there is a higher law than the civil one, and 
the higher law must be followed even if a penalty ensues. So does its 
consequence: “Under a government which imprisons any unjustly, the 
true place for a just man is also a prison.” (Thoreau, Henry David. 
(2009). Encyclopædia Britannica. Encyclopædia Britannica 2009 
Student and Home Edition.  Chicago: Encyclopædia Britannica.) 
 
Civil disobedience is an action that does not utilize the obeying of 
official law passed by the government, in order to show that the law is unjust 
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toward some certain group of people. Thoreau argued that such laws were the law 
of evil made by evil system and officials.  
 
Unjust laws exist; shall we be content to obey them, or shall we 
endeavor to amend them, and obey them until we have succeeded, or 
shall we transgress them at once? Men, generally, under such a 
government as this, think that they ought to wait until they have 
persuaded the majority to alter them. They think that, if they should 
resist, the remedy would be worse than the evil. But it is the fault of the 
government itself that the remedy is worse than the evil. It makes it 
worse. (Thoreau, Resistance to Civil Government, 1849) 
 
Decades ahead, Martin Luther King Jr. concurred what Thoreau had said. He 
claimed that it was necessary to do civil disobedience toward the unjust laws. He 
“would go on to say that when a law is unjust, (people) have a moral and an 
ethical responsibility to take a stand against that.” 
(http://www.mkgandhi.org/nonviolence/)  
Highly influenced by Thoreau‟s essay and the teaching of Jesus Christ 
as well as Jainism, Mahatma Gandhi, the Indian independence leader, used non-
violence to refuse his compromise to British government. Due to his effort, India 
gained its independence in 1947. He employed ahimsa and Satyagraha, actions of 
non-injury, truth and firmness in order to fight for his people‟s freedom, through 
the acts of marching, campaigning and fasting. Although he was not the first man 
who did the non-violence action, he was the first who employed that in a huge 
political field to gain national independence for his country. 
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(Gandhi] objected to violence not because an unarmed people had little 
chance in an armed rebellion, but because he considered violence as 
clumsy weapon which created more problems than it solved, and left a 
trail of hatred and bitterness in which genuine reconciliation was almost 
impossible. (http://www.mkgandhi.org/nonviolence/) 
 
Although the action of non-violence does not bring fast change toward 
society and government system, many advocates believe that it gives enduring 
impact rather than what violence results in. Gandhi argued “that nothing enduring 
can be built upon violence” (http://www.mkgandhi.org/nonviolence/) as Martin 
Luther King conformed by saying that “violence has often brought about 
momentary victories, it can never bring about permanent peace and it ends up 
creating many more social problems.” 
(http://www.mkgandhi.org/nonviolence/philosophy.htm) In securing the more 
stable future of their people, leaders who advocated non-violence believed in its 
strength in creating more lasting righteous system in the society as well as fairer 
government policy toward any level of people. 
In the United States, particularly in 1960s, Martin Luther King Jr. and 
Cesar Chavez, leaders of two minority groups, Black and Latin Americans, urged 
their people to move under the action of non-violence. Influenced strongly by the 
philosophical views from Mahatma Gandhi and Henry David Thoreau of non-
violence actions and civil disobedience, these two leaders were known for their 
non-violence campaign in order to acquire equality and freedom. Within the Civil 
Rights Movement took place since 1955, Martin Luther King Jr. had employed 
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methods of non-violence action such as boycott and marches. At the same time, 
Cesar Chavez moved to struggle for workers‟ rights through economic boycott 
and hunger strikes. Their movements were significant since they reached 
important results to give better accomplishment for their fellow men. For both of 
them, non-violence movement is the most dependable strategy instead of using 
reciprocal violence toward authority who oppressed them. 
 
C. 1960s: The Turbulent Decade 
Racial problems, raised from immigration dilemma, reached its peak in 
decade 1960s. It was combined with the continue-growing concern of justice and 
crime and was accompanied by society‟s attention toward their government‟s 
foreign policy that seemed to be too powerful after World War II. The turbulent 
decade, it was called, as this crisis in society would eventually lead to some 
prominent events to be occurred as well as the formulation of monumental 
policies that are valid even until today. 
Social groups, in this case were minority groups, answered the call of 
racial and humanity substantial matters after years of denial in the country they 
named their own. Coming from different backgrounds and interests, they marked 
the decade of 1960s as the decade of change. The demand of equal rights and 
freedom shouted among the necessity of opportunity and recognition. Blacks, 
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Latin Americans, together with youth, women, and environmental group moved 
in a pattern of domino movement that afflicted each other.  
However, crime and injustice colored this crucial decade while 
bloodshed emerged from every struggle that those minority groups had. 
Undeniably, there was significant crime and violence rate increasing in the 1960s 
compared to the previous decade. The followings are happenings in the Sixties 
related to violence and minority issues in the United States and Black as well as 
Latin Americans‟ actions occurred in the decade. 
 
1. Issues on Minority Groups 
Long after their disowned existence in the United States, minority 
groups moved in 1960s. Incapable to stand the racial discrimination and legal 
segregated system which was effective in the society, they confronted the 
comfortable majority groups by moving in the sense of recognition and 
equality. This minority groups did not only include those of immigrant groups 
in nature, but also groups of interests and gender. They were Black American, 
Latin American, women, youth, environmental groups, Native American, and 
anti-war groups, among others. 
 
The climate of reform that erupted in the 1960s continued into the 
1970s, where movements for change met different fates. Feminism 
and environmentalism continued and prospered. The counterculture 
peaked and faded, although drug use exploded. In civil rights, the 
early goals of colorblindness ceded place to race consciousness and 
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“identity politics,” or jousting for place among contending 
ethnicities. Overall, few great dreams that pervaded the fervent 
1960s were achieved. Hopes for participatory democracy and an end 
to racism and patriarchy eluded realization. (Johnson, Paul E., and 
Woloch, Nancy. “United States History.” Microsoft® Encarta® 
2009 [DVD]. Redmond, WA: Microsoft Corporation, 2008) 
 
Segregation system had been de jure prohibited in the United States 
since mid-1960s by the passing of 1964 Civil Rights Act, however, in fact, 
society continued to apply this system, especially to treat blacks. On the other 
hand, unfair treatments were also undergone by Latin American laborers from 
their landlords and employers, women from men, dynamic youth from 
conservative elders, Native American from new American settlers. 
Background of their movements might be various, but they intended to gain 
similar accomplishment, equality and opportunity as majority had. 
Minority problems emerged when their needs met the idealism of 
majority groups about the society should be. Historical and conditional factors 
shared similar contribution to this problem. While New England area was 
built and high input was donated by WASP community, Native American and 
blacks shipped from Africa were considered savage as well as inferior. 
Majority society took Indian land through violation and put them into 
reservation at the same time when blacks were adjusted on slavery. In times, 
they would still be regarded as what their ancestors were named. Immigrants 
from China, Irish, German, Italy, among from other races and countries, 
achieved bad record for settled society in the United States blamed them on 
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poverty and high-rate crime in their neighborhood. There was Chinese 
Exclusion Act of 1882 that banned the coming of Chinese immigrant for ten 
years to the United States whilst Roman Catholic immigrants attained 
negative stereotype as they were poor and uneducated. Until 20
th
 century, they 
were tranquilly deemed the cause of various social problems in the country.  
 
Unskilled and unwanted, the new groups took what sporadic 
employment was available and lived for the most part in ghettos 
apart from the mainstream of American society. It also had been 
suggested that the tradition of rugged individualism in the United 
States caused many citizens to blame the poor immigrants rather 
than society as a whole for the agonizing poverty in which the 
former were trapped. (Crow and Turnbull, 1972: 33) 
 
Latin American took the blame as well. They intensively could be found in 
the Latin American-border states massively as workers in plantation and 
vineyard. Came penniless and dug up fewer expense jobs after the hit of Great 
Depression, they lived stagnantly in deficiency, illiterateness and at times 
were subjugated by their landlords. For over periods, these racial groups 
would remain minority and discriminated in almost all phases of their daily 
lives both by legal laws and illegal yet common custom in the society. 
Minority groups formed based on sexuality and gender confronted 
on what were judged taboo and minor-role they had. Groups of gays and 
women got their momentum in 1960s after years of oppression by patriarchal 
society structure. Although women already had suffrage rights early in 20
th
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century, they demanded more recognitions as the epoch developed. 
“Liberation of women office workers from unreasonable restraints” and 
“more liberal abortion laws” were the objections of some radical feminist 
groups (Crow and Turnbull, 1972: 445) to show that women could be 
individually independent. On the other side, gay, which was deemed as 
“criminal activity, virtual sin and mental aberration” of man, also moved 
against discrimination in military service and other federal employment 
(Clendinen, Dudley. "Gay Rights Movement in the United States." 
Microsoft® Encarta® 2009 [DVD]. Redmond, WA: Microsoft Corporation, 
2008). 
Groups of youth, who moved in the notion of hippy community, 
confronted the conservatives elders who ran the government and made 
policies sending them over to Vietnam War. Considered as a new political 
forces, 70 millions youth in 1960s as the result of postwar Baby Boom 
comprised almost two fifth of American population. They were joining the 
anti-war group protesting the American far involvement in Vietnam as having 
the consciousness of being integrated to other racial groups in the nation of 
theirs, helping civil rights movement to gain its course of succeed. 
Environmental movement was also stimulated in the mid 1960s, criticizing 
the danger of chemical pesticide and the raising level of pollution which 
hazarded population‟s health and the beauty of the environment. Book by 
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Rachel Carson entitled Silent Spring was believed encouraged the movement, 
awakened the society‟s awareness of their own env ironment and health, 
confronted the popular military industrial complex which became the 
government major project to rise the number of weapon production to support 
American‟s effort of turning out to be the world‟s strongest nation in its 
military force.  
The trigger of all movements in the United States in 1960s was the 
Civil Rights Movement, series of actions belonged to black Americans. 
Centuries of slavery and discrimination awakened their consciousness to 
reform the wrong system in the society, peaked in 1960s under the lead of 
Martin Luther King Jr. in the platform of non-violence actions. 
 
The major protest movements began with the civil rights movement 
during the 1950s and early 1960s. The civil rights movement fought 
to end long-standing political, social, economic, and legal practices 
that discriminated against black Americans. It influenced later 
movements for social change, both by inspiring Americans to f ight 
for change and by using methods of direct action, such as protest 
marches, rallies, and nonviolent civil disobedience tactics like sit-
ins. (Farber, David. "Protests in the 1960s." Microsoft® Encarta® 
2009 [DVD]. Redmond, WA: Microsoft Corporation, 2008. 
 
These minority groups formed what was called as domino effect-movement, 
where one movement, in this case was the civil rights movement as the 
pioneer, afflicted other groups to have their own movement as well. 
Encompassed the same feeling of oppression and desire to change the public 
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opinion about their groups, they took each other‟s courage in addition to their 
strategies in spreading their campaign, as they also supported one another‟s 
actions. 
 
A majority of Americans disapproved of each of these social change 
movements when they emerged. The activists‟ reliance on protest 
tactics that disrupted business as usual angered many, as did their 
demands that Americans change their long-standing beliefs and 
practices. In the 1960s, the civil rights movement, the student 
movement, and the antiwar movement faced serious harassment and 
even persecution by local police forces, the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation (FBI), and other government agencies. The student 
movement, the anti-Vietnam War movement, and the gay rights 
movement never succeeded in winning the approval of a majority of 
Americans, at least as measured by public opinion polls and surveys. 
Over time, however, the civil rights movement, the environmental 
movement, and, more controversially, the women‟s movement, did 
convert a majority of Americans to many of their views. (Farber, 
David. "Protests in the 1960s." Microsoft® Encarta® 2009 [DVD]. 
Redmond, WA: Microsoft Corporation, 2008) 
 
Yet, no fully achievement had been secured by each of those 
minority groups. Even until these days, there are many who belong to the 
groups are notwithstanding struggling on behalf of seeking equal rights as 
majority citizens. However, these groups had built the fundamental and 
important role in shaping the American mindset to the years ahead, even 
inspiring the making of policies that are valid until today. 
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2. Violence Actions 
Another dominant issue took place in 1960s that drew huge attention 
not only from the Americans but also from world populace was the problem 
of violence that was widely used both in individual and national level. 
Americans seemed to be far involved in violence that there was significant 
raising number of violence from the decade before. Violence of institution, 
physical confrontation toward some certain groups of people were common at 
the time, creating kind of anxiety that anyone can really be the victim of this 
harsh conduct. Moreover, in 1960s, decade where change was fully demanded 
by groups of racial and interest, many people employed direct confrontation 
that according to an extreme activist, “only violent protests would lead to real 
social change.” (Farber, David. "Protests in the 1960s." Microsoft® 
Encarta® 2009 [DVD]. Redmond, WA: Microsoft Corporation, 2008) 
 
To almost nobody's surprise, crime rates continued to grow like a 
social malignancy during 1959 and 1960. From available statistics, 
crime registered a new all-time high in 1959, some 69% higher than 
a decade earlier and 128% greater than the rate in 1940. While the 
final tabulations for 1960 will not be completed until 1961, all 
indications point to still a new record in this first year of the sixties. 
According to Federal Bureau of Investigation information, the crime 
rate continues to outpace population growth at a rate of 4 to 1, and 
serious crime increased 11% over last year's figures for the first nine 
months of 1960. Statistics alone do not tell the whole story. During 
1960 the attention of the entire nation focused upon a number of 
crimes and criminals. (“1960: Crime and Crime Prevention.” 
Microsoft ® Encarta ® 2009. © 1993-2008 Microsoft Corporation. 
All rights reserved) 
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The conflict on behalf of minority and majority groups brought 
countless miseries when moreover it was related to the crash of certain racial 
groups. The Emmet Till case and Birmingham Church bombing could be the 
best examples to capture the conflict. In 1955, a fourteen-year-old black 
Emmet Till became the victim of hatred of white men who felt angry when 
their woman was insulted by him. He was radically shot, beaten and 
murdered. However, the two convicted people were acquitted by the all-white 
jury. The case would eventually give powerful impact toward justice seeking 
among new generation of blacks commonly known as Civil Rights 
Movement. Nearly a decade later, in 1963, a member of Ku Klux Klan 
bombed the 16
th
 Street Baptist Church in Birmingham, Alabama, center place 
where figures of Civil Rights Movement met. The incident killed four black 
girls and injured other tens of Sunday school attendants. Being upset by the 
bombing, “riots erupt in Birmingham, leading to the deaths of two more black 
youths.” (http://www.infoplease.com/spot/bhmjustice3.html) 
Riots and open confrontation like such emerged in everyday news of 
local to national newspapers and nation-wide television news program. 
Movement conducted throughout the decade commonly ended up in an 
uprising for hatred and intolerance had been concealed every American that 
their world should be differentiated to other as they did not have similar 
background of life or similar color of skin. Their interests separated them as 
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well that when they met, those dissimilar interests would crash toward the 
others. Marches and protests belonged to the minority groups campaigning 
social change met the conservative government officers who were ready to 
stop them in order to refuse the change that was about to revolt. “In 1963 
horrified Americans watched on their television screens as Bull Connor, the 
police commissioner in Birmingham, Alabama, ordered dogs to attack 
peacefully marching black men, women, and children” (Farber, David. 
"Protests in the 1960s." Microsoft® Encarta® 2009 [DVD]. Redmond, WA: 
Microsoft Corporation, 2008). The attack was usually completed with dogs, 
cattle prods, sticks and tear gas to offensively maintain the demonstrators‟ 
actions. In California, Latin American workers were arrested by local sheriffs 
because they were afraid that these workers would riot at the end of their 
protest.  
Several political and racial murders colored the decade as well. In 
November 1963, John F. Kennedy‟s murder during a motorcade in Dallas, 
Texas, became the peak of the conduct of violence in the United States, 
besides there were more numbers of murders on behalf of politics or racial 
interests. Malcolm X, a minister of Nation of Islam and Martin Luther King 
Jr., a prominent civil rights movement leader, were assassinated in the middle 
of their struggle of building better society for blacks. Although they were 
murdered by blacks, too, the incidents clearly proofed that hatred toward 
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people could now be constructed into reality through vanishing them. The 
nation was in its edge separation because of vulnerable violence and race 
relations.  
To prevent wider collision of violence, President Johnson had 
formed a commission called National Advisory Commission in Civil 
Disorders in July 1967. The body investigated factors and impact of violence 
that had separated the society of the United States and made them to confront 
to each other. The report of the study released on February 29, 1968 resulted 
in a conclusion that “white racism” was the main cause of riots and violence.  
 
“What white Americans have never fully understood—but what the 
Negro can never forget—is that white society is deeply implicated in 
the ghetto. White institutions created it, white institutions maintain 
it, and white society condones it.” the most bitter fruits of white 
racism, said the commission, were the exclusion of the Negro from 
benefits of economic progress because of discrimination, the 
concentration of Negroes in the city ghettos, and the inevitable 
failure of black youths who had been deprived of opportunity. 
(Johnson, Paul E., and Woloch, Nancy. "United States History." 
Microsoft® Encarta® 2009 [DVD]. Redmond, WA: Microsoft 
Corporation, 2008) 
 
However, white was not only inflicted to the confrontation with 
black citizens. Minority from other racial background also felt the 
discrimination that they often met harassment action against them in every 
day activity. Riot in front of the Stonewall bar in New York in 1969 marked 
the majority detest toward what they saw as social crime from gay club. 
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Previously in 1968, at the Democratic National Convention in Chicago, 
polices rioted anti-war demonstrators who conducted protest in demand of 
anti-war presidential candidate. The riot resulted in severe injury for 
Democratic Party‟s reputation and the lost of their candidate, Hubert 
Humphrey to Republican, Richard Nixon. 
At the decade, there were also significant increasing numbers of 
what was called as “hate groups.” Come to the amount of their name, these 
groups were rooted in hatred toward some certain race or interest, thus 
managed their actions through the employment of violence. Ku Klux Klan, 
the Aryan Nation and the Skinheads were some of the prominent among them. 
Members of the groups were well-known to be the threat for people who 
racially differed from them. Blacks and Jews commonly became the target of 
these groups‟ brutal attacks. They would harass, oppress, segregate or even 
murder and bomb blacks‟ or Jews‟ house and church on behalf of their 
detestation. According to Kevin Flynn and Gary Gerhardt, membership of the 
hate groups usually came not from their historic event of life such as “aberrant 
gene pools or abused childhood” yet it was merely “fear” which endorsed 
them (Corcoran, James. “Monitoring Hate Groups”. Microsoft® Encarta® 
2009 [DVD]. Redmond, WA: Microsoft Corporation, 2008). Fear of 
becoming different from other people and fear that those people threatened 
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their lives were the biggest factor that could determine somebody to pet hatred 
and rethreaded other people of different race from them. 
 
The climate of reform that erupted in the 1960s continued into the 
1970s, where movements for change met different fates. Feminism 
and environmentalism continued and prospered. The counterculture 
peaked and faded, although drug use exploded. In civil rights, the 
early goals of colorblindness ceded place to race consciousness and 
“identity politics,” or jousting for place among contending 
ethnicities. Overall, few great dreams that pervaded the fervent 
1960s were achieved. Hopes for participatory democracy and an end 
to racism and patriarchy eluded realization. (Johnson, Paul E., and 
Woloch, Nancy. "United States History." Microsoft® Encarta® 
2009 [DVD]. Redmond, WA: Microsoft Corporation, 2008.  
 
In short, 1960s was a decade of bloodshed and open confrontation. 
The peak of secreted problems from decades earlier that would continuously 
happened throughout the following decades made 1960s as a transition years 
as well as a mirror that people of the United States learned lessons from it and 
stepped forward for becoming a fairer, more just country for many of its 
citizens. 
 
3. Minority Groups Non-Violence Actions in 1960s: Black 
American and Latin American 
Throughout the United States history, black people have always 
been becoming the under class society. As the United States develops into a 
more settled country, black people cannot discharge their segregated status 
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from those of other racial groups, especially whites. They were still placed in 
lower state, faced discrimination and segregation in every phase of life. 
However they have done something that strengthens their position, they are 
still unable to gain equal treatment as other race groups in the United States 
society. 
 
Over the years, several black men and women achieved fame and 
fortune in the arts, sciences, religion and commerce. Some had high 
standing in colonial society. Many joined in the struggle to forge a 
new nation—the United States. Yet all were subject to the constant 
handicaps and indignities imposed by prejudices and discrimination. 
(Cusack. Black America. 1986) 
 
Black movement started after the era of Reconstruction in the end 
of 19
th
 Century. White Democratic politicians ruled in most of the nation‟s 
state authorities, especially in the South (the Confederacy States). It made the 
situation hard for blacks, especially related to the rights of voting. From early 
to the mid 20
th
 Century, blacks hardly had representatives in any 
governmental level in the United States. The circumstance was even harder 
for blacks when laws enacted Jim Crow pronouncement of the phrase 
“separate but equal” passed in several states. The laws seemed to legalize the 
segregation of any phase of human life including public facilities and 
government service based on skin color, discrimination and constant 
oppression throughout the nation. 
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Number of presidents of the United States had tried to end the 
system from the traditional society, although not all of the passed laws and 
policies made noteworthy change for many blacks. President Truman, for 
example, issued Fair Deal to the Congress which would ensure the equal 
economic opportunity for all Americans and guaranteed the civil rights to the 
minorities. In 1948, he had also passed Executive Order 9981, the law which 
restricted segregation in armed forces based on skin colors, races or religious 
beliefs. In addition, in his presidential period, Eisenhower had tried to pass the 
Civil Rights Act of 1957 and Voting Rights Act of 1960, yet in Congress, both 
of the bills were too weak to gain support to be passed as laws. However, he 
made significant aid toward Brown v. Board of Education of Topeka in May 
17, 1954, which led to the decision that the segregated school was 
unconstitutional. 
The victory over the legislation became the pioneer of other stirring 
moments for blacks to move. In 1955, Rosa Parks, an activist of local NAACP 
(The National Association for the Advancement of Colored People) in 
Montgomery, Alabama, refused to give her seat up on the segregated bus to a 
white passenger. She was arrested and jailed for this action. Yet, her 
braveness inspired greater and more organized movement in Montgomery to 
boycott the city bus. Blacks were ordered not to use the bus, they managed 
ride for their fellow blacks using taxi or private vehicles. The Montgomery 
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Bus Boycott lasted for a year which led to the bankruptcy of the bus company 
whose most passengers were indeed blacks. The boycott was over when the 
court eventually decided that segregation on public bus violated the 
Constitution of the United States. 
The triumph over the bus boycott gave black movement a method 
of using non-violence actions in order to meet with what they demanded. A 
set of non-violence actions followed in the next thirteen years of Civil Rights 
Movement, mostly under the leadership of Martin Luther King, Jr. In 1960, 
there were sits-in movement inspired by a group of black college student who 
wanted to be served in segregated restaurant in Greensboro, North Carolina. 
Observing that this action prevailed, too, by the end of 1960 other similar 
movements by similar doers of black college students spread across the 
country: Virginia, Tennessee, Georgia, Nevada, Illinois and Ohio. Later on, 
the act of non-violence through Freedom Rides took place in 1961. Both 
blacks and whites travelled together from Washington DC to New Orleans, 
tested Boynton v. Virginia passed by the Supreme Court to end the 
segregation in bus station based on skin color. The protesters met many 
violent stops from local government officers and used its local segregated law 
to arrest them. Nevertheless, the rides sustained. Although violent threats 
headed them, it was not less than 300 rides ran throughout the year in the 
Deep South and beyond.  
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The peak of Civil Rights Movement was believed occurred in 
August 1963, when Martin Luther King Jr. led his fellow men to march non-
violently in Washington DC. There were more than two hundred thousand 
blacks joined this march, which was later called March on Washington. 
However hard the police and government officers had tried to stop them using 
dog and fire shoot, they stood still calmly, walked toward Lincoln Memorial. 
They congregated to give pressure toward President Kennedy‟s administration 
to pass civil rights bill to the US Congress where at the same time they heard 
Martin Luther King Jr. delivered his inspiring “I Have a Dream” speech. 
Among other prominent civil rights figures, Martin Luther King Jr. 
was seen as one who could bring together all society elements, blacks as well 
as whites, toward this movement. He was a young reverend of the Dexter 
Avenue Baptist Church in Montgomery, Alabama. His involvement as civil 
rights activist was preceded by his parents‟ commitment to the movement as 
well, however, his belief toward non-violence distinguished him from other 
leaders. He was the dominant symbol of the civil rights movement, whom 
blacks referred him as a “dreamer” (Cone, 1991: 19) based on his famous 
speech and his forethought on black people futures, a dreamer whose vision 
would change the way black people fought their rights in 1950s and 1960s.  
Martin Luther King Jr. read a lot of literature works from Mahatma 
Gandhi and Henry David Thoreau. Both figures were well-known for their 
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ideas of non-violence actions to fight the dominant authority and gain social 
change. “During his trip to India in 1959 King met with followers of Gandhi. 
During these discussions he became more convinced than ever that nonviolent 
resistance was the most potent weapon available to oppressed people in their 
struggle for freedom.” (http://www.lucidcafe.com/library/96jan/king.html) 
Therefore he moved his people in the platform of non-violence as he believed 
that force and violence were not fine solutions for blacks‟ movement.  
 
During the 1950s and throughout most of the 1960s, the only 
creative method available to blacks in the South to protest 
segregation was the one that Martin adopted—non-violent direct 
action. Martin infused Gandhi‟s and Thoreau‟s ideas about 
nonviolence with the spiritually of the black church and thereby 
aroused blacks to assert their humanity. (Cone, 1991: 249) 
 
The works of Mahatma Gandhi and Thoreau deeply influenced 
Martin Luther King Jr. When he was appointed to manage a bus boycott in 
Montgomery as part of the civil rights movement, he employed non-violence 
action by asking his people not to use the segregated city bus. Although for 
doing this attempt, King was arrested and jailed, the action itself was thriving. 
It led to more other non-violence actions done by blacks across the nation, 
including marches, freedom rides, and sits-in. King himself gained 
recognition as national figures for his effort and leadership in black movement 
as the movement itself had drawn attention from American people throughout 
the country. 
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Martin Luther King Jr.‟s belief in non-violence might be in opposite 
understanding to what Malcolm X thought about how to struggle for black 
people‟s freedom. Malcolm X could not accept the concept of integration 
Martin Luther King figured. He deemed that blacks should be separated from 
whites for he saw that the race had oppressed his nigger people and 
acknowledged what his teacher, Elijah Muhammad, said that “whites were by 
nature evils.” (Cone, 1991: 14)  He wanted to fight white men “by any means 
necessary,” (Cone, 1991: 303) whether it was violence or non-violence. Yet, 
he restrained himself about why should black people be non-violent while 
their humanity were violated by not non-violent whites, the main idea where 
Malcolm X and Martin Luther King had in reverse.  
 
He rejected Martin King‟s idea of integration and defined his 
identity as an affirmation of blackness in opposition to America. 
“I‟m black first,” he said. “My sympathies are black, my allegiance 
is black, my whole objectives are black. …I am not interested in 
being American, because America has never been interested in me.” 
(Cone, 1991: 38) 
 
Nonetheless, many blacks or even whites believed that it was Martin Luther 
King Jr.‟s idea which was widely accepted in civil rights movement instead of 
Malcolm X‟s. In time, Martin Luther King‟s non-violence drew even white 
supporters and thus would find its triumph over violence or “any means 
necessary” proposed by Malcolm X. 
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The significance of King‟s role in civil rights movement was seen as 
he was a Baptist church reverend. He helped the founding of SCLC and he 
employed full support for the movement by activating the church members, 
moving them so that they were willing to struggle for the equality of whole 
blacks community. 
 
His eloquent appeals to Christian brotherhood and American 
idealism created a positive impression on people both inside and 
outside the South. King became the president of the Southern 
Christian Leadership Conference (SCLC) when it was founded in 
1957. SCLC wanted to complement the NAACP legal strategy by 
encouraging the use of nonviolent, direct action to protest 
segregation. These activities included marches, demonstrations, and 
boycotts. The violent white response to black direct action 
eventually forced the federal government to confront the issues of 
injustice and racism in the South. (Norrell, Robert J. "Civil Rights 
Movement in the United States." Microsoft® Encarta® 2009 
[DVD]. Redmond, WA: Microsoft Corporation, 2008) 
 
Martin Luther King Jr. was a noble man whom everybody respected. 
He brought the charisma that was able to gather mass attention and grasped 
them to move mutually as one major and similar group. He was a leader his 
people urged to lead them because they needed someone who could converse 
with the whites on “their level” and articulate the concerns of the black 
community. Thus, when he was assassinated in April 4, 1968, the whole 
country was mourning. Within hours of hearing the King‟s death, riots with 
violence occurred in many major cities in the United States. Blacks‟ anger 
that had been impounded throughout the movement erupted in time. The loss 
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of Martin Luther King Jr., the black leader and a brave dreamer brought not 
only misery for blacks, but it was also considered the loss of an inspiring 
figure in the United States history. 
As the result of continuity efforts of black people and their leaders, 
President Johnson in 1964 signed the Civil Rights Act of 1964 into law. The 
law became the milestone of official ending of the segregation in all public 
facilities as well as the first lawful guarantee for black to have rights to vote. 
It was prolonged by Voting Rights Act of 1965 that gave the suffrage rights to 
the black, legally recognized them as the full citizen of the United States of 
America. The law banned literacy tests in most of the states that were 
previously needed to prevent blacks‟ participation in the election. 
 
Although full equality has not yet been reached, the civil rights 
movement did put fundamental reforms in place. Legal segregation 
as a system of racial control was dismantled, and blacks were no 
longer subject to the humiliation of Jim Crow laws. Public 
institutions were opened to all. Blacks achieved the right to vote and 
the influence that went with that right in a democracy. Those were 
indeed long steps toward racial equality. (Norrell, Robert J. "Civil 
Rights Movement in the United States." Microsoft® Encarta® 
2009 [DVD]. Redmond, WA: Microsoft Corporation, 2008) 
 
With the two laws passed, the struggle of Civil Rights Movement 
was not over yet as they saw that inequality toward blacks continued. 
However, some argues that the movement ended when King was killed in 
1968. Poverty and economic condition worsened for thousands of blacks. Yet 
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on the other hand, while 21
st
 century was advanced, they did not need to be 
involved in any firm action like they did in 1960s for they had made 
significant basic effort for their next struggle in the years ahead. 
As well as black people, racial group consisted of people from Latin 
America was also not far from discrimination and segregation. Commonly 
uneducated and incapable of speaking English, they underwent prejudice and 
unfair treatment in the middle of the society. They mostly worked as migrant 
labor in Mexican-border states who worked full time but less earned than that 
of workers from other race. Thus, they found it difficult to seek for a better 
life in their new settlement in the United States. 
 
Coming from Cuba, Puerto Rico, Mexico and Central America, they 
were often unskilled and unable to speak English. Some worked as 
farm laborers and at times cruelly exploited while harvesting crops; 
others gravitated to the cities, where, like earlier immigrant groups, 
they encountered serious difficulties in their quest for a better life. 
(Cincotta, 1994: 324) 
 
Latin American movement began at the Great Depression era when 
they started losing their jobs and farmlands to the white landlords. As the 
consequences that they could not afford for their living, they moved to the 
United States to work as the migrant farm workers. They moved from one 
farm to another as their works needed. Since the condition was harsh, they 
commonly would do anything for money. When the farm growers continually 
added the number of workers who were willing to be slightly paid, their 
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wages were horribly decreased. They worked full time in bad condition under 
the using of pesticide, while they also lived in unsanitary homes in which 
were settled by several families at a time. 
At the moment, there was no association which organized Latin 
American labors. That was why it was a common thing to see that major 
rights of workers were not fully noticed. The farm growers had no 
responsibility of the working as well as the living condition of their workers 
because there was no contract that could guaranteed the protection of the farm 
labors. The farm workers themselves, legal or illegal, also did not pay much 
attention as they were less or not educated. This made them unable to vote in 
general election, too, because they could neither read nor write. 
In demands of better payment and working condition, in 1966, 
migrant workers who were mostly Latin Americans went on strikes. This 
strike was strongly advocated by the UFW (United Farm Workers of 
America), a labor organization which was an organization of merged NFWA 
and AFL-CIO. The organization was headed by Cesar Chavez, who initially 
employed the non-violence action toward farm growers himself. The strike 
went on the demand of the workers to get better payment and working 
condition in the farm, as well as the ban of using pesticide that harmed the 
workers. Led by Cesar Chavez, this strike was arranged to last in five years. 
Cesar Chavez was an inspiring figure for farm workers. He urged better 
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wages and working condition for the labors, and made the labors to be 
organized so that their rights were no longer violated through non-violence 
actions.  
The strike was begun with the march involved ten of thousands of 
Latin American workers, that took the route of 340-mile long, from Delano to 
Sacramento, California. In 1968, the strike developed into a mass boycott of 
grape workers in district Delano, California. The workers confronted the 
Californian grape growers by persuading American people not to buy 
Californian grape. The persuasion was even crossing the national boundary to 
Canada. The boycott was doing in a major scale, including the mass cover 
from television and drew attention and sympathy nationwide. 
 
This boycott became one of the most successful in U.S. history. 
Numerous student groups, churches, and political organizations 
backed the union, and many California growers were forced to sign 
union contracts in 1970. They agreed to provide workers with better 
pay, benefits, health care, sanitary working conditions, and job 
security. The growers also promised to restrict the use of harmful 
pesticides in the fields. ("United Farm Workers of America." 
Microsoft® Encarta® 2009 [DVD]. Redmond, WA: Microsoft 
Corporation, 2008) 
 
In addition, while the boycott was on going, Cesar Chaves initiated a 
hunger strike to strengthen the workers position above their demands. In 
February to March 1968, he persistently went on water only fast that lasted for 
25 days. This commitment came under the consideration of bad working 
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condition the workers must face that they and their children were in the 
consequence of that bad circumstance. Other ignored rights belonged to the 
workers were also violated, such as suffrage and the use of pesticide that 
endangered the workers in the work field. Yet, above all, he fasted by his own 
consciousness to end the violence treatment the workers had faced from their 
growers. The fast was overriding that it drew national attention to the 
suffering of the Chicanos workers. 
Chavez did the hunger strike with his full understanding of the non-
violence idea he learned by reading book about Mahatma Gandhi. He meant 
his effort in non-violence action as he said:  
 
“Farm workers everywhere are angry and worried that we cannot 
win without violence. We have proved it before through persistence, 
hard work, faith and willingness to sacrifice. We can win and keep 
our own self-respect and build a great union that will secure the 
spirit of all people if we do it through a rededication and 
recommitment to the struggle for justice through non-violence.” 
(http://www.lasculturas.com/biographies/214-civil-rights/112-cesar-
chavez) 
 
Cesar Chavez himself came from a migrant worker parents who lost 
their land to a landlord. Since the age of 10, Cesar had worked full-time in 
farm yard to help his unable father and family to stay alive. From this 
experience, he knew exactly the harsh condition every farm worker must face 
with. Bad working condition, low wage, and the use of harmful pesticide had 
awakened his awareness of his and his fellow workers‟ fates. He was the 
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founder of the first Latin American Labor Organization named the National 
Farm Workers Association (NFWA). The organization founded in 1962 and 
tried to advocate the farm workers as Chavez assumed that “the key of 
economic democracy in the United States is often a union card” (Crow and 
Turnbull, 1972: 444). Besides the effort to gather the workers to an institution 
so that they had basic support for assuring they job, he and his wife began to 
teach other workers to read and to write so that they would no longer be 
cheated related to their contracts by the landlords. 
However, it was not easy to get the grape workers‟ attention and 
made them give compromised change for their workers. They were stubborn 
for not giving the permanent contract to guarantee the good condition of 
workers to get in fields as well as in their home. Yet, when their revenue 
sharply decreased by this boycott, they were likely to start negotiation, 
particularly through UFW, the institution that managed the boycott. 
Eventually, the grape growers intended to sign the agreement that they would 
give clear working contract to their Latin American workers and the boycott 
terminated in September 1970. 
Cesar Chavez continued to employ the non-violence actions 
throughout the rest of his active effort in the Latin American workers 
organization including other fasting and strikes, till his death in 1993. His 
struggles “had changed the lives of millions of people for the better” 
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(http://www.answers.com/topic/cesar-chavez). Thus a year later, his wife, on 
behalf of his tireless efforts, received the posthumous Medal of Freedom from 
President Clinton. The medal is a symbolic award for sacrifices he had done 
for his fellow Latin American labors in the United States who had enjoyed 
many benefits from struggles Chavez had initiated since 1960s. 
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CHAPTER 3 
ANALYSIS 
ROBERT FRANCIS KENNEDY’S MORAL CRITICISMS AND HIS 
SUPPORT ON MINORITY GROUPS NON-VIOLENCE ACTIONS IN 1960S 
 
In this chapter, the researcher covers the analysis of Robert Kennedy’s 
moral criticisms and how these affected him to support minority groups’ non-
violence actions in the 1960s. The explanation of Robert Kennedy’s moral criticisms 
will be derived from the two speeches as the source of data and comprehensively 
relate to the condition of the United States and its society back in the years where 
many considered as the turbulent decade. From this point of view, the researcher will 
later correlate his moral criticisms to his support toward minority groups non-
violence actions, especially toward black and Latin American.  
 
A. Robert Francis Kennedy’s Moral Criticisms toward American 
Society Condition in 1960s 
Robert Kennedy criticized on what happened in the United States of 
America in 1960s, a decade where change and movements took place. People 
disharmonized what so called moral values that were stated from the very first time 
their country was built on their Constitution. This condition seemed to mark that the 
American society underwent degradation regarding their moral values. Moral value is 
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opinion or judgment based on what somebody’s conscience suggest is right or wrong, 
rather than on what rules or the law says should be done (Microsoft Encarta 
Dictionary, 2009). Instead of considering that laws tells people what to do or what to 
think, people shape their own contemplation on something, usually concerning on the 
way of life and ideology both on individual and on community level. People with 
morality are people who are able to set standards or principles of right or wrong 
based on their consciousness thus his or her values as well as their conducts are 
determined by what principles he or she holds, instead of any parameter determined 
by the law. Although moral value is derived from one’s conscience, a person may be 
influenced as well from what environment or neighborhood surrounds him. 
Background of his and his community’s existence will also contribute on the way 
they interpret about some issues and do something if they meet other interest against 
their moral values and demand that their values can be accepted by other people, too.  
As aforementioned, as a nation, the United States of America has its own 
moral values. Long epoch has been witnessing the process of pursuing these moral 
values since the nation was born. Stated in the Constitution of the United States, these 
moral values affect the way American people think, the way people behave and the 
way people do the effort to engage them into reality. Many barriers have been 
problems which make the establishment of the ideal moral values looks like a never 
ending course.  
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We the People of the United States, in Order to form a more perfect Union, 
establish Justice, insure domestic Tranquility, provide for the common 
defence, promote the general Welfare, and secure the Blessings of Liberty to 
ourselves and our Posterity, do ordain and establish this Constitution for the 
United States of America. (US Constitution, Preamble) 
 
All persons born or naturalized in the United States, and subject to the 
jurisdiction thereof, are citizens of the United States and of the State 
wherein they reside. No State shall make or enforce any law which shall 
abridge the privileges or immunities of citizens of the United States; nor 
shall any State deprive any person of life, liberty, or property, without due 
process of law; nor deny to any person within its jurisdiction the equal 
protection of the laws. (US Constitution, Amendment 14) 
 
The right of citizens of the United States to vote shall not be denied or 
abridged by the United States or by any State on account of race, color, or 
previous condition of servitude. (US Constitution, Amendment 15) 
 
The right of citizens of the United States to vote shall not be denied or 
abridged by the United States or by any State on account of sex. (US 
Constitution, Amendment 19) 
 
The articles on the United States Constitution above show the consciousness of the 
American founding fathers to fully recognize the equality among men regardless any 
attached factors on them: race, gender, or the color of skin. They expected a more 
perfect Union by the establishing of justice, insuring domestic tranquility, providing 
the common defense, promoting the general welfare, and securing the blessing liberty 
to all Americans. They made it possible by the guarantee of assuring human rights for 
their people within their country. Rights to vote, to bear arms, to peacefully assemble, 
to be treated equally before the law and the government are among the rights 
protected for each individual in the United States despite any condition of what race 
they come from, what gender they are and or what color of skin they have.  
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In the case of American society’s moral and psychological condition in 
1960s, observed in some ways, people in the era underwent what could be called as 
period of deviation of the nation’s moral values. Movement to gain human rights 
from many minority groups gave evidence that no real equality and tolerance were 
present in the middle of society. The way people treated those who had different skin 
color and different racial groups from what they did was unreasonably done as well 
as the raising use of violence as a means for them to omit this problem. Moral values 
which the United States’ founding fathers had declared to pursue on behalf of 
nation’s prosperity and unity seemed to diminish.  
Through occurrences happened in this decade, the American society’s new 
moral values were characterized by social and racial relations that defined equality 
toward all. They made it fair to behave discriminatively toward other racial groups or 
even formulated that violence was acceptable to deal with minority groups’ protests 
and demonstrations. The decade continued to chaos with serious raising level of 
violence used. Many believed that the idea of non-violence would finally set the 
standard moral values reflected in the nation’s highest law and the new moral values 
set on society’s contemporary opinion. Movements which had such basic likely 
resulted in more positive achievement and helped the nation to see again deep down 
their conscience that they should carry on the process of fulfilling their best moral 
values through the application of true principles of the Constitution. 
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Robert Kennedy used his power as a politician to influence other people, 
particularly through speeches he spoke during his political career. Among his 
speeches, there were two speeches which he delivered following his announcement of 
the United States presidential candidacy in March 16, 1968. He put a very brave 
explanation about the issues the United States had had to sum up all of his 
experiences in seeing his country’s history, problems and its purposes as a nation. 
Through these two speeches, entitled “On the Mindless Menace of Violence” and 
“Recapturing American‘s Moral Values”, Robert Kennedy set his moral criticisms on 
the conditions of American society in 1960s. Clash between races, the hesitation to 
make friends and accompany between people from different background of race and 
sex in addition to the rising number on the use of violence had made the moral values 
the American society tried to uphold along their history off the course. In the two 
speeches, Robert Kennedy attempted to reawake the Americans’ conscience of being 
equal and that they were united as a nation. In analyzing the two speeches as the 
source of data, the researcher also employs other speeches Robert Kennedy had 
spoken during his political career, in 1952 to 1968 to be analyzed altogether as 
supporting data.  
In the speeches, the researcher found at least three major points of Robert 
Kennedy’s moral criticisms on the moral and psychological conditions of the United 
States society, especially in 1960s. He observed that these three following conditions 
in the society: 1) on the fear of difference, 2) sickness of the soul, and 3) on the use of 
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violence, could threat the whole nation’s moral values as the United States’ founding 
fathers stated in the Constitution. Robert Kennedy saw this wrong system and wanted 
to lead his people back to their track, held again their moral values as an individual 
and as part of a great society. 
 
1. On the Fear of the Difference 
As the United States became a more heterogeneous nation by the 
coming of various immigrants in recent years, the early society of America kept 
themselves different from other people from different background or race. The 
institution consisted of various groups and affiliations were split in concern on 
different appearances, interests and purposes. Basically, it was on their own 
minds that different flourished. Because they had no same color of skin, or 
because they came from diverse ancestor background, or because they had 
different religions, each of the diverged society thought that those who were 
different from them were strangers or enemies or even worse, aliens, as Robert 
Kennedy pointed it out. This especially happened between majority and minority 
groups. From this point of view, a value augmented that they would not cooperate 
or make company to those who belonged to different groups. 
 
We learn, at the last, to look at our brothers as aliens. Men with whom 
we share a city, but not a community; men bound to us in common 
dwelling, but not in common effort. We learn to share only a common 
fear, only a common desire to retreat from each other, only a common 
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impulse to meet disagreement with force. For all this, there are no final 
answers. (On the Mindless Menace of Violence, April 5, 1968) 
 
Recognizing this issue, Robert Kennedy stated: 
 
We must recognize the full human equality of all of our people—before 
God, before the law, and in the councils of government. We must do this, 
not because it is economically advantageous—although it is; not 
because the laws of God command it—although they do; not because 
people in other lands wish it so. We must do it for the single and 
fundamental reason that it is the right thing to do. (Day of Affirmation 
Speech, University of Capetown, June 6, 1966) 
 
Equality has a price that no one can bargain. In every phase of life, 
equality is a must. People should not be limited for their inability of being all 
whites, all rich and all educated. With various abilities and capacities people from 
many groups have, open opportunity for every person will broaden the chance of 
being greater for the United States to be a nation. New cultures are created at the 
same time when people hand in hand work for prosperity and unity. Robert 
Kennedy argued that kept looking at someone’s difference was futile for many 
reasons such as in economics and in person’s relation to his God. Only fears and 
desires to force others came to mind whenever people thought that they were 
different from other people they met. 
For the fear of difference had flourished among the American society, 
people started to act that they would never have a common purpose of life which 
affected to the thought that they would also afford themselves the things they 
needed, without a common effort with other groups to pursue these purposes. 
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People were afraid. They felt that they were threatened by such differences. For 
majority, they thought that those “alien” people, who should be more inferior than 
they should be, who should be stated lower than they should be, whom they 
thought to be bad and uncivilized, would fight against them, took control over 
them and made the system they had built broke. Majority society did not want 
them to be around, or if they were, there should be a policy that kept them inferior 
and looked bad as well as uncivilized. They made sure that those minority 
members did not ruin fixed system in the society which gave the WASP the 
highest position to rule over everything. To the minority as well, the differences 
afflicted. They wanted a revolt that changed the way others saw them as a human 
being, too. However, knowing that the majority detested them and treated them 
unfairly, they also began to think that majority members were intolerant, thus 
could not meet the point of view that they were enable to cease the problem 
together. These minority groups started trying to find their own lives, accepting 
what people thought about them or for those who wanted to break the system, 
confronted the majority, demanded change and new policies. Robert Kennedy 
evaluated what was that the solution for their dissatisfaction toward one another: 
violence. In the form of retreat and force, it became the explanation to overcome 
these groups’ differences. 
Robert Kennedy then specifically mentioned the reason behind this 
unnecessary fear, it was that Americans had lost their confidence in themselves 
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and in other people of becoming one nation when once they fought together in 
founding this country.  
 
The fact is that men has lost confidence in themselves, in each other. It 
is confidence which has sustained us so much in the past–rather than 
answer the cries of deprivation and despair—cries which the President‘s 
Commission on Civil Disorders tells us could split our nation finally 
asunder—rather than answer these desperate cries, hundreds of 
communities and millions of citizens are looking for their answers to 
force and repression and private gun stocks, so that we confront our 
fellow citizen across impassible barriers of hostility and mistrust. And 
again, I don‘t believe that we have to accept that. I don‘t believe it is 
necessary in the United States of America. (Recapturing American’s 
Moral Values, March 18, 1968) 
 
President Johnson’s National Advisory Commission in Civil Disorder 
formed in 1967 had reported the result of their investigation on what was the 
cause of increasing amount of riots in the United States, which was “white 
racism”. That was probably a disease that almost every American white suffered 
from, therefore, fear of difference and violence and crime doubled continuously 
over years. Yet, the report was virtually abandoned. No definite actions were 
taken, made it looked like government permitted the disease grew that would split 
the nation by the spread of deprivation and despair. Society, moreover, in fact 
helped to maintain it by breeding crime and violence, asking for more gun stocks 
so that they could fight against their opponents whenever needed. Robert 
Kennedy assumed that his people, majority and minority, had gone astray to the 
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way that they did not recognize anymore what they had in common, that they 
were people who were created equal.  
 
Our lives on this planet are too short and the work to be done is too 
great to let this spirit flourish any longer in this land or ours. Of course 
we cannot vanquish it with a program, nor with resolution. (On the 
Mindless Menace of Violence, April 5, 1968) 
 
Growing fear of difference within a person or a group was by any means 
futile, Robert Kennedy said. Since life was more worthwhile than to be filled with 
hatred and suspicion, the feeling was unacceptable. The willing to build a society 
in peace and to do their best job as human being bound in a civilization were even 
more important than to let the fear of difference flourish. To be able to build and 
to do the job, thus the society must not have such kind of feeling, they must erase 
that in order to find their similarity as citizen of the United States and a member 
of world population so that they would erase as well the hesitation to cooperate to 
each other, were willing to regard them as brothers and yet that was not because 
of any program nor resolution the fear was solved. It was through people’s own 
attentiveness and their own thought that this fear should be vanquished. The result 
would be more effective and enduring than to push them to unite and to find the 
similarity through policies or force from the government.  
 
Yet we know what we must do. It is to achieve true justice among our 
fellow citizens. The question is not what programs we should seek to 
enact. The question is whether we can find in our own midst and in our 
own hearts that leadership of humane purpose that will recognize the 
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terrible truths of our existence. (On the Mindless Menace of Violence, 
April 5, 1968) 
 
People should aware within themselves. Their consciousnesses were needed to 
encourage justice for others, to discover humane purpose lived in every soul of 
the Americans so as to acknowledge the wrong system the society believed and 
put in effect.  
Robert Kennedy himself would not come up to the idea on passing any 
policy regulating how the fear was to be maintained among society. He deemed 
that policy was forcing and what was forced was unreliable to create a more 
tolerant and more peace society. The burden fell upon the society itself. They 
ought to think, not only for themselves but also for their children’s future. While 
the world they lived on at the time would be passed to the next generation, surely 
they did not intend it as a worse place to live for their broods, they did not want to 
pet continuous hatred toward another and then trapped in the use of violence all 
the time. 
 
We must admit the vanity of our false distinctions among men and learn 
to find our own advancement in the search for the advancement of 
others. We must admit in ourselves that our own children‘s future 
cannot be built on the misfortunes of others. We must recognize that this 
short life can neither be ennobled or enriched by hatred or revenge. (On 
the Mindless Menace of Violence, April 5, 1968) 
 
Robert Kennedy suggested his people to see all differences as a challenge for 
them to answer, not a problem they would be attentively spellbound in forever. 
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The challenge was “to find (their) own advancement in the search for the 
advancement of others,” to find what was advantageous for them as well as for 
everyone at the same time they built understanding toward each other and put 
national interest of looking after a society in harmony above their own selfish 
interests. If every person found in his own heart that what he believed for all the 
time was wrong, was violating others and was dangerous for his children in the 
years ahead, he started to enrich his life with love and affection toward another, 
thus created brighter future for his own and his children’s on their short moment 
of life.  
 
2. Sickness of the Soul 
Within the United States society, particularly at the peak of racial 
conflict in the Sixties, people bred hatred, suspicion and underestimating feelings 
toward those they considered strangers. Robert Kennedy saw this as the effect of 
fear of difference and which later caused what he called as “sickness of the souls‖ 
in his speech “On the Mindless Menace of Violence” which he delivered in front 
of the audience of City Club of Cleveland in Ohio, April 5, 1968. Discrimination 
escalated as the United States became a very heterogeneous country where 
majority groups’ system did not meet minority group’s demands. Fear of 
difference grew among them, they refused to cooperate for they considered that 
they had nothing in common, that people differed from them were aliens and 
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threatened their existence. As the result, in some point, the United States found 
that the country was in “restlessness” period, as Lyndon B. Johnson called it to 
direct to the situation and condition of the decade. 
The country and its society could not resist the coming of the exact 
threats amidst them, the sickness of the souls as Robert Kennedy pointed it out, 
which John Gardner later described its effects as “a malaise of spirit” 
(Recapturing Americans Moral Values, March 18, 1968). The first was 
discouraging initiative, paralyzing will and action. This meant that American 
people were stuck in the same senseless condition where society’s system was 
segregated and discriminated. Only few of them dared to move for a new system 
within the society and even fewer were succeed. 
There was division among Americans based on the age, the views and 
the color of the skin. Thus, it was feeling of suspicion, detestation, and sense of 
dissimilar toward one another which became the final result of all these threats 
that, too, would damage the member of society itself. 
Robert Kennedy stated in his speech the outcomes of this sickness: 
 
But there is much more to this critical election year than the war in 
Vietnam. It is, at a root, the root of all of it, the national soul of the 
United States. The President calls it the ―restlessness‖. Our cabinet 
officers, such as John Gardner and others tell us that America is deep in 
a malaise of spirit: discouraging initiative, paralyzing will and action 
and dividing Americans from one another, by their age, their views, and 
by the color of their skin and I don‘t think we have to accept that here in 
the United States of America.  (Recapturing American’s Moral Values, 
March 18, 1968) 
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The growing degraded values among society, especially toward certain 
racial and social groups, existed for over centuries. Majority confronted minority, 
and vice versa: whites confronted colored people, conservatives elders confronted 
the dynamic youths, men confronted women, rich confronted the less affluent. 
The confrontation through the political field, in addition to confrontation in social 
life, became the everyday news. After the victory of the Confederation states in 
Civil War, race relation was chiefly in a great edge. The founding of, for example, 
Ku Klux Klan and some other racist groups such as the Skinheads and the Aryan 
Nation along with the development of racist society proved that the nation was in 
serious separation epoch based on race and cultural background. Some strict rules 
and laws were even made to limit the space of minority in the United States.  
 
But how many men of ability had, before 1961, been denied the 
opportunity to contribute to the nation's progress because they were 
Catholic, or because they were of Irish extraction? How many sons of 
Italian or Jewish or Polish parents slumbered in the slums -- untaught, 
unlearned, their potential lost forever to our nation and to the human 
race? Even today, what price will we pay before we have assured full 
opportunity to millions of Negro Americans? (Speech at Day of 
Affirmation, June 6, 1966) 
 
This was the sickness Robert Kennedy referred to. The mindset of 
becoming different to other people based on skin color, their wealth and 
education or race background increased the division among society. Society was 
separated between whites, blacks or Latin American, rich and poor as well as 
young and old because of this system. This, too, had been worsened by the use of 
89 
 
violence and the tolerance toward violence that had been deep planted as the 
mentality of every American, which Robert Kennedy perceived that it could 
injure advance human civilization they claimed. 
 
Yet we seemingly tolerate a rising level of violence that ignores our 
common humanity and our claims to civilization alike. We calmly accept 
newspaper reports of civilian slaughter in far off lands. We glorify 
killing on movie and television screens and call it entertainment. We 
make it easy for men of all shades of sanity to acquire whatever 
weapons and ammunition they desire. Too often we honor swagger and 
bluster and the wielders of force, too often we excuse those who are 
willing to build their own lives on the shattered dreams of other human 
beings. Some Americans who preach non-violence abroad fail to 
practice it here at home. Some who accuse other or inciting riots have 
by their own conduct invited them. (On the Mindless Menace of 
Violence, April 5, 1968) 
 
Through the continuity of virtual violence the American saw everyday, both in 
television screen and in newspaper news, where they enjoyed as sort of 
entertainment and responded them as they were nothing of what so-called threats, 
these people learned to share violence as part of their daily life. They did not 
mind using this conduct to oppress somebody else they considered were less 
valuable because they did not have similar color of skin or because those poor 
people made their environment awful. Even, no policy regulating the circulation 
of weapon and its ammunition made it easy for any person to have them without 
many restrictions, which Robert Kennedy regretted. On the other hand, being not 
bothered for people to improve their living standard by subjugating other less 
affluent people, falling them into a deeper poverty and overlooking them to be in 
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such condition were also kind of sickness Robert Kennedy signified had inflicted 
his fellow Americans. 
The feeling to hate, to stare others who were different from them as 
strangers and threats, the willing of continuity challenge toward one another and 
to do those detestations in real act of beating or killing were the disease that a 
country as great as America should not have. According to Robert Kennedy, these 
acts could not only bring none except despair and bitterness, but also degrade the 
United States as a nation.  
 
Whenever any American‘s life is taken by another American 
unnecessarily—whether it is done in the name of the law or in the 
deviance of the law, by a man or by a gang, in cold blood or in passion, 
in an attack of violence or in response to violence—whenever we tear at 
the fabric of our lives which another man has painfully and clumsily 
woven for himself and his children, whenever we do this, the whole 
nation is degraded. (On the Mindless Menace of Violence, April 5, 
1968) 
 
Robert Kennedy put into his speeches the occurrences he saw himself. 
All the violence actions which brought murders and beatings were provided in 
national network television. As a senator he also went often to the place where 
many Americans still could not afford adequate life for them and their family. 
Robert Kennedy visited Black ghetto, Indians reservation and even to the place of 
strikes and demonstrations done by Latin American labors. This observation even 
gave greater influence to Robert Kennedy that he saw by himself the depth of this 
sickness had disturbed the United States as a nation. He, without a fear, revealed 
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the true face of America in front of his audiences everywhere. Without worrying 
intervention, he put ahead the real condition of a nation which at the moment tried 
to develop its dignity in international forum.  
 
And if we seem powerless to stop this growing division between 
Americans who at least confront one another, there are millions more 
living in the hidden places whose names and faces are completely 
unknown. But I have seen these other Americans. I have seen children in 
Mississippi starving, their bodies so crippled from hunger and their 
minds have been so destroyed for their whole life that they will have no 
future… I have seen Indians living on their bare and meager 
reservations with no jobs, with an unemployment rate of 80 percent, and 
with so little hope for the future… If young boys and girls are so filled 
with despair when they're going to high school and feel that their lives 
are so hopeless and that nobody's going to care for them, nobody's 
going to be involved with them, and nobody's going to bother with 
them—that they either hang themselves, shoot themselves or kill 
themselves… I have seen the people of the black ghetto, listening to ever 
greater promises of equality and of justice, as they sit in the same 
decaying schools and huddled in the same filthy rooms, without heat, 
warding off the cold and warding off the rats. If we believe that we, as 
Americans, are bound together by a common concern for each other, 
then an urgent national priority is upon us. We must begin to end the 
disgrace of this other America. And this—and this is one of the great 
tasks of leadership for us, as individuals and citizens this year. 
(Recapturing American’s Moral Values, March 18, 1968) 
 
Robert Kennedy saw this as another form of violence, which was not 
directly resulted in bloodshed and riots. He called it the “violence of institution” 
(On the Mindless Menace of Violence, April 5, 1968). It happened when 
Americans differed themselves from people around them because of status, racial 
groups and wealth. For they should recognize themselves as the same Americans 
or struggle together affording life ad freedom, in fact they confronted for 
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irrational reason of hatred and detestation. Further, Robert Kennedy stated this 
kind of violence as follows: 
 
For there is another kind of violence, slower but just as deadly 
destructive as the shot or the bomb in the night. This is the violence of 
institutions; indifference and inaction and slow decay. This is the 
violence that afflicts the poor, that poisons relations between men 
because their skin has different colors. This is the slow destruction of a 
child by hunger, and schools without books and homes without heat in 
the winter. This is the breaking of a man‘s spirit by denying him the 
chance to stand as a father, and as a man among other men. And this 
too afflicts us all. (On the Mindless Menace of Violence, April 5, 1968) 
 
On the other hand, as United States developed into a more powerful and 
richer country based on the its Gross National Product in 1950s and 1960s, Robert 
Kennedy did not see this as a development that involved all elements of the 
nation. Yes, economically America was rich and powerful, yet Robert Kennedy 
observed that many of its people were still covered with poverty, unemployment, 
dissatisfaction toward government’s policies, including that of black people and 
Latin American. 
 
Yet the Gross National Product does not allow for the health of our 
children, the quality of their education, or the joy of their play. It does 
not include the beauty of our poetry or the strength of our marriages, 
the intelligence of our public debate or the integrity of our public 
officials. It measures neither our wit nor our courage, neither our 
wisdom nor our learning, neither our compassion nor our devotion to 
our country. It measures everything, in short, except that which makes 
life worthwhile. And it can tell us everything about America except why 
we are proud that we are Americans. (Recapturing Americans Moral 
Values, March 18, 1968) 
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Robert Kennedy insisted that solving domestic problems was more 
urgent to the United States at the time, while trying to influence non-violence 
actions, justice and lawfulness throughout the world. 
 
So the road toward equality of freedom is not easy and great cost and 
danger march alongside all of us. We are committed to peaceful and 
non-violent change and that is important for all to understand—though 
change is unsettling. Still, even in the turbulence of protest and struggle 
is greater hope for the future, as men learn to claim and achieve for 
themselves the rights formerly petitioned from others. (Speech at Day of 
Affirmation, June 6, 1966) 
 
Hence, to help Americans out of this problem, he announced himself as 
the candidate of US president in the following 1968 election. He offered a policy 
that would give priority in resolving a very much urgent social problem in time as 
he officially stated that “I run to seek new policies—policies to end the bloodshed 
in Vietnam and in our cities, policies to close the gaps that now exist between 
black and white, between rich and poor, between young and old, in this country 
and around the rest of the world‖ (Robert Kennedy’s Announcement of 
candidacy for President, March 16, 1968). He hoped by this candidacy, he would 
be able to embrace every person in the United States to work together on behalf 
of national purposes by creating new policies where this country could declare its 
idealism of banishing what split its people into many different perspectives. 
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3. On Use of the Violence 
Violence is the main issue Robert Kennedy clearly put in his speech 
entitled “On the Mindless Menace of Violence”. On the same sense of issue, the 
speech entitled “Recapturing American‘s Moral Values” became the basic 
mindset of Robert Kennedy in running for presidency in 1968 presidential 
election. Robert Kennedy enlightened the issue as he observed that the United 
States was covered with historical events dealing with violence and the utility of 
it in its people’s struggles. 
Robert Kennedy saw violence as the fundamental problem in the United 
States’ history. He was up to such thought because he prolonged in seeing the 
growing division among American society based on racial and political issues that 
separated United States as a nation and making violence as one of the utilities to 
bridge the gap among the divisions. Thus, he urged that this problem should be 
solved along with other important problems such as civil rights and poverty. 
Series of occurrences with the use of violence in his country and the misery it 
resulted had brought him to the idea that violence was wrong and immora l. 
Violence’s unreasonable root to move people in their struggle could not be 
accepted because violence would only emphasize on the emotion and hatred 
feelings without giving attention to the part where it would have beneficial 
consequences for those who used it. Such kind of emotion and hatred were so-
95 
 
called by Robert Kennedy as the “voice of madness‖ instead of the “voice of 
reason‖ that did not represent the inquire of the people’s urgent of civil rights. 
In his very strict point of view on violence, Robert Kennedy said: 
 
No wrongs have been righted by riots and civil disorders. A sniper is 
only a coward, not a hero; and an uncontrolled, uncontrollable mob is 
only the voice of madness, not the voice of reason. (On the Mindless 
Menace of Violence, April 5, 1968) 
 
Riots and civil disorders could not be consented in order to fight for 
demands on equality or human rights. Those actions would only give effect in 
other oppressions and harassments thus eventually the aspiration a group of 
society resisted for could never be achieved. The use of hostility, brutality of 
beating and burning as well as bloodshed that escorted the strikes and 
demonstrations of groups of people caused no suitable outcome for their 
questions of false policies of the government’s and society’s systems toward them 
and their groups.  
Robert Kennedy also emphasized on the role of numbers of assassins 
who became popular in the middle of rioted society at the time. Several 
assassinations had taken some important figures’ lives such as John F. Kennedy 
and Martin Luther King Jr. over and above other racial and political 
assassinations. Accordingly, he called the killers coward for he could not accept 
the motives why those people should be murdered as he believed that “assassins 
have never changed history.” The struggles and movements were going to 
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continue although their leaders had been murdered as those leaders’ spirits 
persisted in their people’s minds. 
 
Why? What has violence ever accomplished? What has it ever created? 
No martyr‘s cause has ever been stilled by an assassin‘s bullet. (On the 
Mindless Menace of Violence, April 5, 1968) 
 
On the other hand, Robert Kennedy additionally described the danger of 
violence for society of the United States. He stated that this kind of act had 
covered up all class of social groups. The doers and even the victims of violence 
were from the society themselves, and it was up to the assumption that all class of 
society were going to feel the disadvantages of violence. Robert Kennedy saw 
this with sorry and sympathy that violence and the foolish use of it had destroyed 
his people, who became the hope and beloved of other people. Moreover, no 
movement would meet its goal through the utility of violence and crime. 
 
It‘s not the concern of anyone race. The victims of  the violence are black 
and white, rich and poor, young and old, famous and unknown. They 
are, most important of all, human beings whom other human beings 
loved and needed. No one—no matter where he lives or what he does—
can be certain who will next will suffer from some senseless act of 
bloodshed. And yet it goes on and on and on in this country of ours. (On 
the Mindless Menace of Violence, April 5, 1968) 
 
The United States of America utilized the violence not only in single 
point of view. It worked both ways, from and to the social groups as well as from 
and to the government, as Robert Kennedy observed ―demonstrators shout down 
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government officials and government answers by drafting demonstrators.‖ 
(Recapturing American’s Moral Values, March 18, 1968) In managing its 
function, government of the United States did not fully protect its whole citizens. 
While current laws and bills were still in favor of discriminating some minority 
groups, the condition was worsened by government actions which did not support  
its citizens’ movements to fight for human rights. Government officials, including 
policemen, federal agents and even the head of the nation, the president of the 
United States himself, consciously confronted those whom they must protect and 
watch over. 
Robert Kennedy examined that the growing involvement of the United 
States in Vietnam War was more or less because of the passion toward victory in 
the war by Lyndon B. Johnson, the 1964-1968 incumbent president of the United 
States of America. He preferred to continue the military force than to arrange 
some delegations in negotiating table to win the war. 
 
But last February, a year ago, when the greatest opportunity existed for 
negotiations, the Administration, and the President of the United States 
felt that the military victory was right around the corner. (Recapturing 
American’s Moral Values, March 18, 1968) 
 
The president himself could not avoid the use of violence in his 
administration’s foreign affairs, while Robert Kennedy considered that military 
aggression became the only way the United States regularly used in order to deal 
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with the security problem in other countries. Johnson’s administration confirmed 
the United States’ commitment in the Vietnam by sending more and more troops.  
 
I don‘t accept the idea that this is just a military action, that this is just 
military effort, and every time we have had difficulties in South Vietnam 
and Southeast Asia we have had only one response; we have had only 
one way to deal with it. Month after month, year after year, we have 
dealt with it in only one way, and that‘s to send more military men and 
increase our military power and I don‘t think that‘s the kind of a 
struggle that it is in Southeast Asia. (Recapturing American’s Moral 
Values, March 18, 1968) 
 
Robert Kennedy argued that negotiation and peace confrontation were 
the best solution to all conflicts whether it was within the American society, in 
Vietnam or in all around the globe. He embarked this thought from the point he 
said in Ohio, that the use of violence could lead to the same acts of violence as 
well. People who used violence in order to push their willingness toward other 
people, would grow nothing other than revenge and the feeling of hatred in the 
minds of people they confronted to. Therefore, Robert Kennedy felt that nothing 
could be blamed for riots and racial division among society than the act of 
violence itself. 
 
Some look for scapegoats, other look for conspiracies, but this much is 
clear: violence breed violence, repression brings retaliation, and only a 
cleansing of our whole society can remove this sickness from our souls 
(On the Mindless Menace of Violence, April 5, 1968) 
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Hence, Robert Kennedy reminded the society of the United States of 
America the way to stop the development of social separation was first of all by 
stopping the use of violence as a means to challenge other groups. Then, the 
second was to employ the compassionate feeling to deal with other people’s 
interest because they were under the same nation as well as under the same 
notion. Thus, life in justice would easily be attained with equality and freedom 
that guaranteed the civil rights of all citizens of the United States of America. 
 
What we need in the United States is not division, what we need in the 
United States is not hatred, what we need in the United States is not 
violence or lawlessness, but love and wisdom, and compassion toward 
one another, and a feeling of justice toward those who still suffer within 
our country, whether they be white or they be black. (Robert F. 
Kennedy’s statement on the assassination of Martin Luther King Jr., 
April 4, 1968) 
 
No division, less hatred, non-violence, and lawfulness were the direct 
result of loving, wisdom and compassion toward people, although they had no 
same color of skin nor same interests. They surely had something in common that 
they could use to consider themselves as people who were created equal. Robert 
Kennedy explained this similarity by stating: 
 
But we can perhaps remember, if only for a time, that those who live 
with us are our brothers, that they share with us the same short moment 
of life, that they seek, as do we, nothing but the chance to live out their 
lives in purpose and happiness, winning what satisfaction and 
fulfillment that they can. Surely this bond of common faith, surely this 
bond of common goals, can begin to teach us something. Surely, we can 
learn at the least, to look around at those of us as fellow men, and surely 
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we can begin to work a little harder to bind up the wounds among us 
and to become in our own hearts, brothers and countrymen once again. 
(On the Mindless Menace of Violence, April 5, 1968) 
 
He made the solution to violence clear in the last part of his speech, “On 
the Mindless menace of Violence‖, by stating that Americans, however diverse 
and dissimilar they were, they were bound together as a nation, thus they must see 
other people as brothers who looked forward for the same happiness and the same 
purposes of life as they did. They must see these as things they had in common, 
therefore they would have equal effort and help each other in order to meet the 
goal while at the same time, erasing differences among them, binding the wound 
caused by sickness of the soul and violence acts they did, bringing them together 
as brothers and countrymen again to whom their nation put its burden to be able 
to run in progress.  
 
B. Robert Francis Kennedy’s Support on Minority Groups Non-
Violence Actions 
 
Asked in an interview in May 1962, "What do you see as the big problem 
ahead for you, is it Crime or Internal Security?" Robert Kennedy replied, 
"Civil Rights." (Spivak, Bob, Interview of the Attorney General, May 12, 
1962) 
 
More than any other domestic issues emerged in John F. Kennedy’s 
administration, as Attorney General, Robert Kennedy gave his main concern to civil 
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rights. His adamant effort in cracking the corruption and national-level crime among 
organized crime mafias or urgent international security that involved the rivalry 
between USSR and the United States could not impede him in viewing civil rights as 
the most important problem in the nation and worldwide to be handled initially. This 
was seen as the root of all problems in society and government, thus to endorse it, 
people moved in 1950s and 1960s in particular. Once civil rights of every person was 
achieved and guaranteed, United States would find its greatness as a nation, Robert 
Kennedy argued. He concluded, ―My firm believe is that if we are to make progress 
in this area—if we are to be truly great as a nation, then we must make sure that 
nobody is denied an opportunity because of race, creed or color.‖ (Law Day 
Exercises Speech at University of Georgia Law School, May 6, 1961) 
Robert Kennedy worked his most times as a politician in the platform of 
civil rights which later extended to other branches of social problems, such as 
minority, race relations, poverty, unemployment, crime and justice, and delinquency. 
Capturing all causes of civil rights facets, he was one of prominent figures in 1960s 
among those who moved, was accepted wholeheartedly by minorities and the 
disadvantages who believed in change that their country could attain. 
Robert Kennedy argued that civil rights issue was directly connected to 
upholding the law. United States is a nation under the rule of law, the Constitution, 
and paying tribute to the law means creating lawfulness society in which people 
would live in respectably tolerant toward each other. He insisted the importance of 
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obeying the law ever since he took the position of Attorney General in John F. 
Kennedy’s administration, even before and after. 
 
―I hold a constitutional office of the United States government, and I shall 
perform the duty I have sworn to undertake—to enforce the law, in every 
field of law and every region. We will not threaten, we will try to help. We 
will not persecute, we will prosecute. We will not make or interpret the law. 
We shall enforce them—vigorously, without regional bias or political 
slant.‖ (Law Day Exercises Speech at University of Georgia Law School, 
May 6, 1961) 
 
Robert Kennedy’s belief in the rule of law formulated what his conduct 
would be, that was upholding the law itself. Views and arguments of his conducts or 
any decided policies of the government might vary, yet he continued to maintain the 
rule of law. He deemed that by obeying the law that was basically founded in the 
righteousness of human rights, the American society would find its destiny in a series 
of mutual efforts to understand and to comprehend, in peace and in appropriateness, 
seeing the differences within the nation as richness and piles of various abilities to 
build their country in the future.  
Robert Kennedy happened to trust the virtue of civil rights as his primary 
political idealism. He ran his law-keeper duty in this manner. Thus, he was for civil 
rights and its actions, confronting the society that was over years discriminately 
mind-stated. He said, ―I won't say I stayed awake nights worrying about civil rights 
before I became Attorney General, but my fundamental belief is that all people are 
created equal‖ (http://www.jfk-online.com/rfk.html). Therefore, in managing his post 
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as an Attorney General, conflicting most of Southern authorities about keeping up 
black people issues or disagreeing with the way Californian officers treated Latin 
American protesters, he did what his thought said it was right to be done. Robert 
Kennedy offered help and aid, including protection toward civil rights activists and 
its leaders because he believed that it was the right thing to do.  
The violation of civil rights, especially to members of minority groups 
tended to be the result of local norms that had been comfortably growing for decades. 
The Southern states with its long history in slavery and Mexican-border states such as 
California and Texas with its Latin American labors problem created discriminative 
mindset in its local society and authority to label them as second class citizens on 
which oppression and segregation can be executed. Robert Kennedy realized this 
situation, however, he had his own principles to solve it, ―The hardest problems of all 
in law enforcement are those involving a conflict of law and social customs... Our 
position is quite clear. We are upholding the law. Our action does not threaten local 
control.‖ (Law Day Exercises at University of Georgia Law School, May 6, 1961). 
He remained emphasizing to do the right thing, that was to uphold the law without 
borders and by assuring that federal law was not threatening the local wisdom. 
Whatever the condition he faced, however hard it was, Robert Kennedy kept insisting 
the enforcement of law in order to maintain the civil rights struggle, resolving the 
problems of difference, sickness and violence existed in the society in the decade 
1960s.  
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Robert Kennedy even ever compared what he thought about lawless society 
by describing its member who did not want to concede other people who were 
different from them in race or religion. He said:  
 
―Only earthbound man still clings to the dark and poisoning superstition 
that his world is bounded by the nearest hill, his universe ends at river‘s 
shore, his common humanity is enclosed in the tight circle of those who 
share his town or his views and the color of his skin.‖ (Day of Affirmation 
Speech at University of Capetown, June 6, 1966) 
 
Society under the rule of law, civilized and educated would not think that way. 
Robert Kennedy believed this was United States society supposed to be. As the direct 
result, they were expected to respect, to tolerate and to live in togetherness with other 
people, from whichever race they came and whatever skin color they had. 
Distinctively ahead, Robert Kennedy was amid a few advocates of minority 
actions in seeking for freedom and acknowledgement, more particularly on non-
violence. He maintained a fine relationship with Martin Luther King Jr. and Cesar 
Chavez as he also supported their non-violence actions. He learned in time and 
suggested continuously that non-violence was the best way to unravel any social 
problems, including justice upholding and the pursuit of equality among all 
Americans as he said that United States did not need division, lawlessness and 
violence, yet love, wisdom, compassion and above all, lawfulness by which people 
could afford justice and freedom. 
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1. Support on Black American Actions in Civil Rights Movement 
 
―I have seen the people of the black ghetto, listening to ever greater 
promises of equality and of justice, as they sit in the same decaying 
schools and huddled in the same filthy rooms, without heat, warding off 
the cold and warding off the rats. If we believe that we, as Americans, 
are bound together by a common concern for each other, then an urgent 
national priority is upon us.‖ (Recapturing American’s Moral Values, 
March 18, 1968) 
 
In seeing the civil rights movement, Robert Kennedy basically believed 
that in fact, Americans were bound together as a nation by common interest to 
live in peace and to pursue what they needed in the same sense of opportunity. 
Hence, it was not only black’s struggle to gain their freedom and equality, yet 
everyone, not based on their race, religion or skin color, must help to do the 
effort. However, prosecuted for over centuries as slaves and placed as inferior 
racial group, black people still could not avoid discrimination in their quotidian 
life. Though illegally enforced, segregation flourished in the society creating clear 
boundaries between those who were blacks and who were whites. 
Robert Kennedy’s statement above was made after he experienced 
himself observing the condition in black slums and ghettos in addition to 
witnessing the segregation in many public facilities and rights throughout the 
nation that made him understood wholeheartedly that discrimination had pictured 
another face of America. He also had experienced years of enduring endeavor 
attempted together with black leaders, Martin Luther King Jr. in particular, to 
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notice the urgent need of maintaining full civil rights for minorities like black 
people. Civil rights movement, which took place since the booming case of 
Emmett Till murder in August 1955, reached its peak in 1960s under the 
leadership of Martin Luther King Jr. His devoted faith in non-violence actions 
brought countless of advantages for blacks’ coming generations. This was equal 
to Robert Kennedy’s belief that crime, injustice and hatred among others were not 
virtuous means in seeking for a better life for blacks in the society. Robert 
Kennedy found that Martin Luther King Jr. gave positive influence toward black 
movement, and for his achievements, Robert Kennedy agreed in a non-violence 
way he led the actions. 
 
―Right now, all over the nation, the struggle for Negro equality is 
expressing itself in marches, demonstrations, and sits-in, it seems very 
clear to me that these people are protesting against something more 
than the privations and humiliations they have endured for so long. They 
are protesting the failure of our legal system to be responsive to the 
legitimate grievances of our citizens. They are protesting because the 
very procedures supposed to make the law work justly have been 
perverted into obstructions that keep it from working at all.‖ (Speech at 
Missouri bar Association, September 27, 1963) 
 
In particular, Robert Kennedy assigned basic foundation of action for all 
minorities in common, that was in doing the movement they intended to gain 
freedom and equality, they should not do that in violence manner. For violence 
and confrontation did not result anything more than despair and vengeance among 
other, he did not support this kind of actions. He said that riots and civil disorders 
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could not be used to justify the wrong conducts which were undergone by 
minorities, because such occurrences were only the voice of madness instead of 
representing the voice of reason (On the Mindless Menace of Violence, April 5, 
1968). What made non-violence actions worked was that they encouraged 
sympathy rather than hatred, grew empathy rather than suspicion, promoted 
national strength rather than individual or groups power. When violence 
resistance resulted in violence as well, repression toward one group would grow 
retaliation on the other day. Robert Kennedy believed that non-violence actions 
gave more beneficial returns in addition to a more tolerant society that would be 
established. Thus, Robert Kennedy was behind the non-violence actions which 
black people managed. He encouraged Martin Luther King Jr., other civil rights 
leaders and their supporters to continue insisting federal government to preserve 
their civil rights through peace confrontation although in practice, they were 
aggressively stricken from beating to jailing and murder.  
Series of events in civil rights movement led by Martin Luther King Jr. 
with his non-violence philosophical view were conducted in peace opposition. 
Freedom Rides, Sits-in campaign, Montgomery Bus Boycott, March on 
Washington and March on Selma, among other key events, met the needs of non-
violence actions and the needs of black people in result of better recognition from 
the society and from the government. Encouraged by their revolutionary leader 
and supported by Robert Kennedy, these people moved in non-violence stand by 
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their own consciousness which brought them together under the rule of law, drew 
sympathy from other races, gained more assistance and helped them win several 
causes in the interests of their legacies in the years ahead.  
The first associated contact between Robert Kennedy and Martin Luther 
King Jr. was when in October 1960 Robert Kennedy ordered the release of King 
out of jail for non-violence action in Alabama. Martin Luther King Jr. with some 
of his aides performed sits-in in local segregated restaurant to exercise that this 
was illegal conduct toward colored people and to show support to the same 
several actions in other states by local black students. Robert Kennedy gave De 
Kalb, the judge in charge a call with an order to set King out of jail, he said, ―I 
think I should call that judge and give him a piece of my mind, tell him exactly 
what I have in mind, why I think it's wrong.‖ Robert Kennedy might be against 
the society’s values at the time of how to treat the colored people in public 
facility, yet it was his faith to believe that such kind of conduct violated the terms 
the American Founding Fathers had put in US Declaration of Independence, that 
―All men are created equal.‖ Violating this nation’s fundamental commandment 
by separating the blacks from whites in lunch counters meant violating human 
equal rights, however simple the right was. Moreover, by arresting, in the name of 
law, those who tried to break the inequality and to uphold the rule of law, the 
arresters actually could not define which was true. Thus, Robert Kennedy 
attempted to rectify the misunderstanding appliance of the law. The final result of 
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this effort was black votes to ride John F. Kennedy to the White House in 1960 
Presidential Election. This was the foundation, however, the relationship between 
Robert Kennedy and Martin Luther King Jr. later grew up more respectively 
following more non-violence actions done by Martin Luther King Jr. and his 
black-advocates. 
In John F. Kennedy’s administration, accordingly civil rights became the 
most urgent domestic problem. Nonetheless, dragged by intense international 
security affairs, crisis in civil rights was postponed for the period of over two 
years. Thus, the leaders of civil rights movement particularly moved their people 
by themselves. From mid-1950s to early 1960s, Martin Luther King Jr. practically 
led black actions in his own initiatives. He conducted Montgomery Bus Boycott 
in 1955 that lasted for thirteen months. When his non-violence idea was adopted 
by blacks to act against segregation, it was also by their own plan the movement 
was managed. Government gave little to help, even none. Yet, among few of 
disturbed politicians on this overview, Robert Kennedy handed support through 
his power on the cabinet.  
In Freedom Rides, took place in 1961, when the black and white 
protesters met hostility manner from local authorities in the Deep South, Robert 
Kennedy sent representatives to ask state Governor, John Patterson, to assure the 
protection of the protesters. While he could not do more on behalf of lack of 
power from federal government, Robert Kennedy kept on insisting that he would 
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send five hundred federal marshals to at least accompany the Riders, so that their 
actions would not be disrupted.  
On the other hand, Robert Kennedy practiced himself the act of non-
violence by asking for persuasive confrontation toward Southern government who 
seemed to be loyalists of segregation system. After incident in Little Rock and 
New Orleans in late 1950s, which according to him “had hurt the dignity of the 
United States as a nation in the eyes of the world” (Law Day Exercise Speech at 
University of Georgia Law School, May 6, 1961), he would rather compromise 
and sit on the same table with Southern government to see their views on the case 
of civil rights movement. He would do that before taking the legal action that 
could undertake this issue in a way of lawfulness.  
In other occasion, on May 20, 1961, Martin Luther King Jr. and 
hundreds of his supporters were surrounded by riots outside the First Baptist 
Church, Montgomery, conducted by whites. King wanted to leave the building, 
but Robert Kennedy called him and suggested not to do so until 400 US Marshals 
and National Guards he sent arrived to protect King and his fellows. Robert 
Kennedy worried that the situation would lead to King’s murder so he insisted 
King to stay. Though at first King regretted Robert Kennedy’s decision, that he 
thought it made the mobs proceeded to be more hostile, King complied with his 
order. King realized the apprehension and later thanked Robert Kennedy for this. 
Robert Kennedy saw Martin Luther King as a key figure in Civil Rights 
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Movement, so that he did not want this courageous leader be in the edge of his 
life and left the struggle he had begun. Moreover, facing the riot was not a clever 
decision, Robert Kennedy thought. For this mob carrying the voice of madness, 
they could not be forced with harshness as well. It would be resulted in clash if 
the two egoisms met, prolonged the problem and did not give any progress to 
civil rights movement itself.  
Particularly in the South, society still held the system of segregation, 
included in education. When in September 1962 James Meredith was about to 
enroll to the University of Mississippi, white students protested to refuse his 
enrollment. Riot broke, thus Robert Kennedy sent 500 US Marshals and troops to 
accompany the admittance of Meredith as the first black to sign up to the 
university. Despite the ongoing riot that resulted in two officers’ death and other 
tens shot and injured, Robert Kennedy’s effort to insist on the equal educational 
opportunity toward all Americans could not be evaded. He said, ―We know that if 
one man's rights are denied, the rights of all are endangered‖ (Address on Joint 
Defense Appeal of the American Jewish Committee and the Anti-Defamation 
League of B’nai B’rith, June 21, 1963). With James Meredith came eventually to 
attend the university, it encouraged other same actions by black students all over 
the country. In University of Alabama, June 1963, two women students enrolled 
after being refused and protested by the state Governor, George Wallace. 
Integration schools and universities then flourished as segregation on education 
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facilities was proven to be unconstitutional. When black people marched in peace 
in Washington D.C. in 1963 and in Selma in 1965, although brutally attacked and 
many of them were arrested, again they brought their voice of reason, that was 
they would not use more violence in resolving the race relation between them as 
minority and whites as majority. They would gain freedom and equality through 
the best path of togetherness and offering friendship, without violating to other 
races’ rights. Meredith, the two black women student, people in the march and 
Robert Kennedy practiced non-violence in responses to the riot and rejections of 
local society and authorities, and they did well. Fewer victims acquired than to 
openly conflict them.  
To his concern toward civil rights movement, Robert Kennedy even 
took all the ways he could do, including wiretapping Martin Luther King Jr. for 
he was accused by FBI director, Edgar J. Hoover, to be engaged to Russian 
communism. Robert Kennedy gave order in written consent to FBI agents, 
approving to put wiretaps in King’s house as well as in his organization office, 
SCLC in Birmingham, Alabama. Robert Kennedy had his reason for doing so, as 
he later told an interviewer, "We never wanted to get very close to him just 
because of these contacts and connections that he had, which we felt were 
damaging to the civil rights movement" (http://www.answers.com/topic/robert-f-
kennedy). Yet, no definite record could prove the indictment. Robert Kennedy did 
not consider that there was something to be afraid no more toward highly-
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motivated Martin Luther King Jr. in civil rights movement. He supported King’s 
efforts harder as never been before. 
Martin Luther King Jr. was once again arrested and jailed for his non-
violence action, called Birmingham Campaign in April 1963. King’s wife, 
Coretta Scott gave Robert Kennedy a night phone call, tried to persuade him to 
release her husband. Once more, Robert Kennedy conformed the request and he 
gave order so that King could call his wife back and a week after he was freed.  
Direct support toward Martin Luther King Jr. and civil rights movement 
actions were not enough, Robert Kennedy assumed. Therefore, he kept insisting 
President John F. Kennedy to continue passing civil rights bill to the US 
Congress. Came to the same sense as his brother’s belief, President Kennedy 
worked out civil rights bill on the third year of his administration. Although to his 
death the bill had not been legalized to assure the rights of black people, he, upon 
Robert Kennedy’s assertion, had put a milestone in civil rights policy. It was in 
1964 when Civil Rights Act eventually passed into law. The most important of all 
was the legislation of Voting Rights Act in 1965 that guaranteed the blacks’ rights 
to take part in an election. Robert Kennedy said:  
 
―An integral part of all this is that we make a total effort to guarantee 
the ballot to every American of voting age - in the North as well as in 
the South. The right to vote is the easiest of all rights to grant. The spirit 
of our democracy, the letter of our Constitution and our laws require 
that there be no further delay in the achievement of full freedom to vote 
for all. Our system depends upon the fullest participation of all its 
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citizens.‖ (Law Day Exercises Speech at University of Georgia Law 
School, May 6, 1961) 
 
In his Senate career started in 1964, Robert Kennedy continued working 
on civil rights and social issues as his priority. He looked closer to the condition 
of his people so that he could conclude himself about what was going on in the 
United States. He traveled across the country and saw miserable condition 
undergone by blacks in their ghettos. As a member of minority himself, he could 
feel the same way as black people did. In addition, he enthusiastically embraced 
black people without feeling of disgust or antipathy. Marion Wright Edelman, a 
black activist noted when he was with Robert Kennedy visited one of poorest 
neighborhood in Mississippi: 
 
―He did things that I wouldn‘t do. He went into the dirtiest, filthiest, 
poorest black homes … and would sit with a baby who had wet open 
sores and whose belly was bloated from malnutrition, and he‘s sit and 
touch and hold those babies. I wouldn‘t do that! I didn‘t do that! But he 
did, that‘s why I‘m for him.‖ (Chafe, 1991: 354) 
 
As Robert Kennedy warned that this, too, was a form of violence against 
human rights, to make them poor in the richness of America’s huge amount of 
GDP, to not allow them experience suitable education for their and their 
children’s future, or to let them feel unsatisfied with government policies, he 
insisted that this violence needed to be fought as well, in the course of non-
violence, of course. He told them not to grow hatred or suspicion toward those 
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who were more affluent than they were, and should see their condition as a 
challenge and opportunity to be filled with compassion and love in order to set a 
more tolerant society, that would later help them out of such difficult 
circumstances. They also had the opportunity to stand for their people non-
violently in actions Martin Luther King Jr. had given the examples, against 
segregated society, creating tolerance among them and majority society to be 
resulted in a more proper policy from the government. This reasonable idea was 
widely accepted by black community that they felt their unfortunate situations 
were backed up by Robert Kennedy.  
Different from the concern before he was in the Senate, the concern 
Robert Kennedy gave to the black people in particular and to all minorities in 
common was not because of his interest in politics. He did it in the sense that he 
could feel the despair of the disadvantages, the minorities who still could not 
experience the welfare of their own country. For this sincere sympathy, many of 
blacks loved and trusted him as their legacy. They had some things in common, 
they could feel similar feeling of ignorance for being minorities, they felt similar 
feeling of lost when one or more of their family members were taken by the act of 
violence and they found strength in each other. It was clearly seen when Martin 
Luther King Jr. was shot in April 4, 1968 in Memphis, Tennessee. Riots of black 
mob broke in more than a hundred cities, except in Indianapolis, Indiana, where 
Robert Kennedy was there on his campaign journey. He told hundreds of black 
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people there that the bitterness they felt from losing their figure in murder should 
not be responded in violence as well. Instead, he asked them to go home in peace 
and pray for Martin Luther King Jr., for their country and for the more 
understanding people within the United States. These people followed Robert 
Kennedy suggestion and unlike in the other cities, Indianapolis was deep down in 
peace grievance. 
 
―For those of you who were black—considering the evidence there 
evidently is that there were white people who were responsible—you can 
be filled with bitterness, with hatred, and a desire to revenge. We can 
move in that direction as a country, in a great polarization—black 
people amongst black, white people amongst white, filled with hatred 
toward one another. Or we can make an effort, as Martin Luther King 
did, to understand and to comprehend, and to replace that violence, that 
stain of bloodshed that had spread across our land, with an effort to 
understand with compassion and love… So I shall ask you to return 
home, to say a prayer for the family of Martin Luther King, that‘s true, 
but more importantly to say a prayer for your own country, which all of 
us love—a prayer for understanding and that compassion of which I 
spoke.‖ (Statement on the Assassination of Martin Luther King Jr., April 
4, 1968) 
 
To his death, Martin Luther King Jr. was a non-violence worshiper. 
Robert Kennedy thought that the murder was ironically inauspicious. However, 
civil rights movement had to go on, respectably hoped in its right path, non-
violently, although Martin Luther King Jr. had gone and riots broke a moment 
after the assassination. Robert Kennedy was later brought the legacy of black 
people for he had decided to run for 1968 presidential election, before he was, 
too, gunned down by an assassin, made blacks to mourn for the second time and 
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this time, bitterer, for they did not think they had anymore figure who could bear 
their burden, communicated them in a way they felt comfortable with and was 
about to bring expected change toward their future. A journalist commented on 
his impression toward Robert Kennedy’s ability to mingle with this minority 
group: 
 
―When African-American and student militancy turned to violence and 
when fear and discontent pervaded the land, RFK, more than any other 
public figure, was able to communicate across the barricades. And he 
meant what he said. Opponents and supporters knew that.‖ (Guthman, 
Edwin in http://www.rfkmemorial.org/lifevision/biography/) 
 
Civil Rights Act of 1964 and Voting Rights Act of 1965 become the 
legacy of Robert Kennedy’s concern toward black Americans. Even though those 
two laws had not been fully granted the demands of this minority group toward 
equality and opportunity, many Negroes had established their better future based 
on 1960s generations’ struggle to live out their lives nowadays.  
 
2. Support on Latin American Actions in California Grape Boycott and 25-Day 
Hunger Strike 
 
―Today in America,‖ Kennedy wrote, ―we are two worlds.‖ On the one 
side was the comfortable middle class, but on the other the world of ―the 
Negro, the Puerto Rican, and the Mexican American … a dark and 
hopeless place.‖ (Chafe, 1991: 351) 
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Robert Kennedy was hardly familiar with Latin Americans causes 
especially those which belonged to farm workers in Delano, California, before his 
involvement in the Senate Subcommittee of Migratory Labor. When he first 
acknowledged it, he felt miserably commiserate with the condition the workers 
had undergone. Latin American laborers were living in dense small houses, 
contained of over-sized family members, without enough room to breathe or to 
sleep comfortably. Only few of the children could afford even elementary 
education economically in addition to that most of them spoke only Spanish. 
Their parents worked full-time with little salary and no permanent contract 
guaranteed them from holding on to the job. The condition was worsened by the 
use of chemical pesticide that could endanger the labors’ health themselves. Yet, 
nothing compared to treatment the landlords did for them if they tried to ask for 
betterment in the job. They would harshly punish them, even called local polices 
to stop them from asking any improvement dealing with their severe jobs.  
Latin American labors’ demand for justice and equality might best 
describe the whole Latin American problems who lived in the United States. As 
their race was somehow different from the majority society, the WASP, they 
underwent discrimination based on their skin color, their mother-tongue language 
and prejudice that their attitude and pattern of life was in opposite to what 
majority Americans had. Many considered them were less valuable and were only 
fit for some severe jobs such as miners or labors and workers. Poverty they 
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brought from their native land continued to afflict them in America, made them 
live in not very much better environment from what they expected at the time 
they arrived in their immigration destination. They lived in slums, in the worst 
neighborhood where sanitation and health facilities were insufficient, crime rate 
was high and most of them were uneducated. They left school both because they 
could not afford it and they hesitated in learning new language beside their 
Spanish. They just did not realize that these factors made them far more 
untouchable by wide society, separated their life from another of broader 
community, let people composed prejudice and thus discriminated them.  
Based on the reasons above, Cesar Chavez took actions. He formed 
NFWA, a union to amalgamate migratory workers and started to move on behalf 
of the interest of the workers. His mainstay moving plan was to do it non-
violently, a confrontation method that only few of people could persistently do 
and Chavez thought that this was the only way his people were able to get what 
they want, instead of responding violence form the landlords and local officers by 
the same violence actions. Devotedly held the non-violence method as his main 
means of actions, Chavez had Robert Kennedy’s attention in relation to his 
concern toward gaining justice and freedom in the United States of America.  
In 1966, two years after his Senate election, Robert Kennedy heard the 
cause of Latin American labors. It had been a year since California Grape Boycott 
took place and would still continue until the landlords completed the labors’ 
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demand. He attended public hearing and met the unpleasant condition of the farm 
workers, said that he supported the forming of the union that could bring together 
their human power as well as commented that they had basic rights to form it and 
actively be part of it for they were constituently granted the human rights by the 
law.  
During the years of boycott, Cesar Chavez had conducted several 
actions to escort and to give more support toward it. He led marches and did 
fasting for days to show dissatisfaction toward treatment the workers had 
undergone ever since they were a migratory labors from Mexico and other Latin 
America countries. Acknowledging this courageous initiative by only a man, 
Robert Kennedy had his statement: 
 
―Let no one be discouraged by the belief that there is nothing one man 
or woman can do about the enormous array of the world‘s ills against 
misery and ignorance, injustice and violence… Few will have the 
greatness to bend history itself, but each of us can change a small 
portion of events, and in the total of all those acts will be written in the 
history of this generation.‖ (Day of Affirmation Speech, University of 
Capetown, June 6, 1966) 
 
Robert Kennedy referred his statement to a person like Cesar Chavez, a brave 
man on whom Latin American labors could depend their future. He initiated 
actions and movements based on his own consideration for the interest of many of 
his people, which mostly he did by himself. Although broadly speaking he could 
only do small, it did not mean that his effort was worthless. When the initiative 
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was enthusiastically done, he eventually could united more people and made their 
cause to be a national issue that needed to be solved soon. In time, his single-
handedly effort would meet encouragement from his people and the demand was 
seen to be reachable.  
Cesar Chavez’s and his fellows’ non-violence actions inevitably became 
the authority’s target to be attacked, even though they did it without clear reasons. 
They were brutally beaten and jailed however hard they tried to stay calm and 
compromised the officers. Because of this then Robert Kennedy felt disturbed. 
Brought his idealism on law and justice to the location of the cause, he ensured 
the workers that they were not communists as the term was accused against them, 
he even questioned the officers the origin of their conduct of beating and jailing 
the non-violence protesters.  
 
Sheriff : If I have reasons to believe that there‘s going to be a riot 
started and somebody tells me that this is going to be 
trouble if we don‘t stop them, then that‘s my duty to stop 
them. 
Kennedy :  And then you go out and arrest them? 
Sheriff  :  Yes, absolutely. 
Kennedy : How can you go arrest somebody they haven‘t violated 
the law? 
Sheriff  :  They are ready to violate the law. 
(http://download.allsubs.org/subs-download/bobby-2006-1-cd-english-
en-72-p-x26-4-ill/513855) 
 
Unsatisfied by the sheriff’s respond that he did that in concern that these 
people were ready to violate the law, Robert Kennedy said frankly: "May I 
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suggest that during the luncheon period of time that the sheriff and the district 
attorney read the Constitution of the United States?" 
(http://www.pbs.org/wgbh/amex/archives/theme_bios_01.html) He doubted that 
law had been appropriately adopted even by government officers that they could 
do something civil rights law banned them from doing so. If the government 
officers themselves could not apply the law properly, could not interpret it in a 
way that all American citizens were treated equally, then many of American 
people’s rights were in danger as Robert Kennedy summed up, ―Justice delayed 
is democracy denied.‖ No upright democracy without the upholding of the law. 
Seeing that Latin American protesters in their peace confrontation were harshly 
beaten and jailed, Robert Kennedy saw the violation of the law in his country 
himself which he could not accept. 
 
―The first element of this individual liberty is the freedom of speech: the 
right to express and communicate ideas, to set oneself apart from the 
dumb beasts of field and forest: the right to recall governments to their 
duties and obligations, above all, the right to affirm one‘s membership 
and allegiance to the body politic—to society—to the men with whom we 
share our land, our heritage, and our children‘s future.‖ (Day of 
Affirmation Speech, University of Capetown, June 6, 1966) 
 
Doing protest and demonstration are important constituents of 
democracy, Robert Kennedy argued. This is part of undeniably human rights that 
nobody can stop anybody else from saying what they have on their mind. 
Objections toward government policies should be wholeheartedly accepted by the 
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democratic society and its government officers, since no policy could satisfy all 
elements of the society. Thus, demonstrators, moreover the non-violence ones, 
should be facilitated to express their thoughts without fear and threat to be 
attacked by the authorities. This was not happening in Latin American protest 
demonstrating their needs of betterment toward their working and living 
condition. By the order of the landlords, polices and sheriffs had an excuse to 
execute the protesters without clear reasons. The growing opinion that mobs at 
the time tended to halt their demonstration in violence, encouraged the authorities 
to consider that Latin American protest would also end up in brutality. They, 
therefore, took commencement action by treating the protesters in harsh manner 
to avoid unexpected violent behavior. 
By treating the protesters viciously, it also meant, according to Robert 
Kennedy, that these people’s membership in the society was somehow violated. 
Local authorities were skeptic to recognize that these people were also part of 
American society who could deliver their idea in politics and government freely. 
They were forced to stop arguing and asking their fulfillment in life, and it 
seemed like they did not have rights to live in the United States. By this system 
applied in the society and the way government run its people, once and for all 
people like Latin American labors and other minority group members could not 
enjoy the beneficial of living in the United States, a country which proclaimed to 
guarantee the equality of men. Robert Kennedy asserted: 
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―All great questions must be raised by great voices, and the greatest 
voice is the voice of the people—speaking out—in prose, or painting or 
poetry or music, speaking out—in homes and halls, streets and farms, 
courts and cafes—let that voice speak and the stillness you hear will be 
the gratitude of mankind.‖ (Address on 10th Anniversary Convocation 
Center for Study of Democratic Institutions of the Fund for the 
Republic, January 22, 1963) 
 
As a democratic nation, people of the United States had such privilege to speak 
out whenever they thought that their government needed an alarm to remind them 
of their duty protecting their citizens and preserving their rights. Moreover, when 
those who were speaking were minority groups, a group of people felt violated 
over their rights to live and to be equal citizens as others, it might be the truest 
voice. Latin American labors spoke this up, yet they faced another ugly truth that 
they were somehow seen as second class citizens where privileges of delivering 
their demands was not exist. Polices and sheriffs were ready to stop them, and 
landlords kept them shut for their own interests and advantages.  
Cesar Chavez kept insisting the use of non-violence to show an 
objection of such conducts. While grape boycott was happening, he also led long 
march from Delano to Sacramento in 1966 with his Latin American labor fellows 
as well as 25-day fasting which he did himself. Increasing violence in the era 
made Chavez’s idea of moving non-violently was an enlightenment which only 
few of members of minority groups could do consistently. Robert Kennedy 
realized this and called Chavez, ―the Mexican-American version of Martin Luther 
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King, Jr.‖ for he noticed himself the struggle of the man fought back for his 
fellows and he believed that that would worth something in the years ahead. 
 
―It is in this spirit that since taking office I have conferred many times 
with responsible public officials and civil leaders in the South on 
specific situations. I shall continue to do so. I don‘t expect them always 
to agree with my view of what the law requires, but I believe they share 
my respect for the law. We are trying to achieve amicable, voluntary 
solutions without going to court, these discussions have ranged from 
voting and school cases to incidents or arrest which might lead to 
violence.‖ (Law Day Exercise Speech at University of Georgia Law 
School, May 6, 1961) 
 
 Robert Kennedy emphasized that the power of law could cover the need 
of justice to all of American people of whatever race they came from or whatever 
religions or beliefs they held. He or others might not like to do the upholding of 
the law, for that maybe contrasted the way he thought, but as he held the highest 
law chief in the United States, he had to uphold it sternly. In this concern, Robert 
Kennedy did what he believed was the right thing to be done, that was upholding 
the law which was appropriate to what he was assured to be true. 
Robert Kennedy supported the cause of Latin American workers in 
California in reasons that they conducted that in the right way of proceeding what 
the law requires and they did that in non-violence manner. When the boycott 
started to result in positive acceptance by some states, non-violence actions began 
to meet its worthwhile effect. Robert Kennedy helped them by the formation of 
sufficient political support in the Senate to support the causes of the farm workers 
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in “War on Poverty” programs. Robert Kennedy’s active participation shone the 
light of the farm workers. They were morally endorsed to stay moving non-
violently, knowing that their actions were in the right path of winning and then 
they were able to grant the basic foundation for their next generation in the future.  
While Robert Kennedy campaigning for Democratic presidential 
nomination in 1968, he boasted the true face of the United States, the black 
people’s movement, the miserable condition of Native Americans and the causes 
of Latin Americans, among others, in concern that he did not want the citizens of 
the United States blatantly saw their country as a fine one, whereas injustice and 
discrimination still existed in the middle of their own neighborhood. Explained 
truthfully the real condition of the United States, he proposed policies that likely 
would end up dissimilarity factors among citizens, which he would run it at the 
expenses of all Americans. Many responded it unbelievably, accusing Robert 
Kennedy just wanted to extend the number of his constituency. He replied, 
―Somebody has to speak up for the Negroes and Indians and Mexicans and poor 
whites‖ (http://www.spartacus.schoolnet.co.uk/USAkennedyR.htm) as he thought 
he was no longer trying to seek political importance by backing up the actions of 
minorities and the disadvantaged. He wholeheartedly pursued satisfactory by 
helping them who needed aid and assistance.  
Cesar Chavez once again enforced the need of fulfillment of the 
workers’ rights by doing non-violence action, this time was 25-day hunger strike 
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which he did by himself. With its multiple philosophical and meaningful contents, 
this action became a peace confrontation toward direct and indirect violence 
headed for the farm workers and their children, the use of pesticide and the denial 
of fair and free elections. Going on water only for 25 days, Chavez showed 
wisdom while he also said that fasting could purify his body, mind and soul so 
that he knew precisely the way to act against violations. At the end of his hunger 
strike, Robert Kennedy flew to Delano to accompany Chavez broke his fast. He 
was touched that there was somebody like Cesar Chavez who was willing to 
sacrifice and devote his life for the importance of his fellow farm workers. To 
him and to other labors, Robert Kennedy pronounced his highest honor, ―I am 
here out of respect for one of the heroic figures of our time—Cesar Chavez, I 
congratulate all of you who are locked with Cesar in the struggle for justice for 
the farm workers and in the struggle for justice for Spanish-speaking Americans‖ 
(http://www.spartacus.schoolnet.co.uk/USAkennedyR.htm). 
What Chavez did had promoted Latin American labors force, Robert 
Kennedy thought. Through continuous non-violence efforts he fought the nation’s 
idealism of granting its people’s rights without acknowledging race, skin color, or 
religion they had. He also became one of prominent figures in the United States 
history to have such courageous to break the wrong system in the society, which 
most people did not possess. Robert Kennedy said: 
 
128 
 
―Few men are willing to brave the disapproval of their fellows, the 
censure of their colleagues, the wrath of their society. Moral courage is 
a rarer commodity than bravery in battle or great intelligence. Yet it is 
one essential, vital quality for those who seek to change a world which 
yields most painfully to change.‖ (Speech at Day of Affirmation, June 6, 
1966) 
 
Spiritually and morally encouraged by Robert Kennedy’s virtue toward 
their movement, Latin American labors had the faith to move forward in non-
violence acts. He indeed could not always directly support their cause on the 
field, yet they were able to observe the significant influence Robert Kennedy had 
offered them. Dolorez Huerta, a legacy of non-violence acts of Latin American 
farm workers admitted his inspiring nature,―Robert didn‘t come to us and tell us 
what was good for us, he came to us and asked two questions, ‗what do you 
want? And how can I help.‘ That‘s why we loved him‖ (Chafe, 1991: 354). 
Chavez added by saying that Robert Kennedy was able to ―see through the eyes 
of the poor, it was like he was ours.‖ (Chafe, 1991: 354) With this spirit, the 
Californian labors eventually gained basic foundation for their future struggle in 
1971, at the end of grape boycott, when landlords signed a petition declared their 
willingness to guarantee the labors’ job on contracts which helped the workers to 
live in betterment. 
To his death in June 6, 1968, Robert Kennedy dedicated his life to the 
improvement of other people who he felt were less affluent than him and needed a 
representation to support their causes to gain equality before any opportunity 
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guaranteed by the United States Constitution. His support toward minority 
groups, in this case were Black and Latin Americans and their non-violence 
actions was among betterments the society in time necessitated. His moral 
criticisms determined his actual engagement regarding the nation’s condition in 
1960s thus encouraged him to proceed his believe toward the law and the 
enforcement of it to be able to create a more humane society. Although later 
Black and Latin American’s struggle had not finished yet, at least he had helped 
them to set up a crucial enhanced effort for their and their children’s future in the 
land of promise. 
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CHAPTER 4 
CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATION 
 
A. Conclusion 
Robert Francis Kennedy decided to run for presidential candidate on March 
16, 1968. His moral criticisms toward American society condition and his support on 
minority groups non-violence actions accompanied him in running for this crucial 
candidacy, for the United States of America had been undergoing a turbulent decade 
that demanded change and equality for all Americans. He covered up his criticisms 
on three major conditions existed among society and supported black and Latin 
American actions in consequence as the analysis in the previous chapter is concluded 
in following points: 
1. Robert Kennedy criticized morally toward what happened in the United States in 
1960s on the condition of: a) on the fear of difference, b) sickness of the soul, 
and c) on the use of violence.  
On the condition of fearing the difference among the society because of 
their dissimilar race and interests, Robert Kennedy insisted on seeing such 
difference as a challenge and diversity of the nation. There were piles of 
opportunity if these people did not only see their differences as reasons to 
conflict each other. They could cooperate to one another and found advancement 
together as a unique unity.  
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 Yet, the differences might afflict the society deeper in sickness of the 
soul if they petted them in negative manner. For this condition, Robert Kennedy 
suggested that they should start to find their similarity as an individual of a large 
communion. They sought the same purpose of life, happiness and fulfillment of 
their future. Thus, without cooperation to others, or even they confronted them 
violently, no future was secured. They would conceal in gloomy atmosphere of 
being threatened and looked at each other with suspicion which later would lead 
them to use violence as their final solution to bridge the gap existed among them.  
Violence, Robert Kennedy said was the result of the sick American 
people suffered from. Nevertheless, it was not what the nation needed to cure its 
ill. Instead, violence would damage the dignity of the nation and the people, 
brought them ages back to uncivilized society where confrontation between men 
were still common. Robert Kennedy suggested the use of non-violence as a 
means to deliver ideas and to confront the wrong system of government and of 
society.  
2. Robert Kennedy summed up his moral views in a concept of society who lived 
under the rule of law. He assured that such lawfulness community would be able 
to live in peace and harmony, accepting difference as challenge along with less 
violence or even non-violence at all. Facing the issues lived among society, he 
continually exhorted that he would do what was the right thing to do that it was 
an important thing to uphold the law. For law was made based on the virtues of 
human rights, thus Robert Kennedy believed that by obeying the law, the society 
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was establishing a better system that nobody was denied the opportunity to seek 
out his purpose of life. 
3. Black and Latin Americans had discerned Robert Kennedy’s concern in pursuing 
a better America by granting civil rights to all of its citizens non-violently. Not 
only encouraging their non-violence actions within their prolong movements by 
conveying America that these groups of people were also part of America’s 
existence and that they only needed little more space to live out their lives, he 
also did what he could do as a politician, accordingly using his power in the 
government for the interest of many minority groups and its members. In this 
case, Robert Kennedy’s merits on their struggles in 1960s were somehow 
important. He helped to build the basic law to support these groups’ subsistence 
in American land. Black Americans enjoyed the benefits of voting and other civil 
rights since 1964 while Latin American labors got their fulfilling promises from 
the landlords since 1971. Although in common their struggle had not finished 
yet, Robert Kennedy at least had granted fundamental effort for them. 
 
As the response, members of these minority groups also supported the 
presidential candidacy of Robert Kennedy. They saw him as a figure who could unite 
the separated nation by providing best solutions to all level of society. As they 
believed in the platform Robert Kennedy offered them that all people had same rights 
and opportunity to pursue their purposes under the rule of law, they comprehended 
Robert Kennedy’s political natures. He was popular among black and Latin American 
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voters who won him several important primaries in 1968 election before he was 
gunned down by an assassin in his campaign in California, June 5, 1968 and died a 
day later. For many, it was a great loss that they felt nobody could maintain 
minority’s demand after Robert Kennedy’s death.  
 
B. Recommendation 
Robert Kennedy’s moral criticism toward American society conditions in 
1960s which covered the criticisms on the condition of fearing the difference, 
sickness of the soul and using the violence became general criticisms on what 
happened in the world at the time and present. Humanity seemed to stand on its edge 
that among people there were no longer tolerance, passion, love, sympathy, and 
peacefulness. Confrontations and violence were the answer and the means to solve 
any humankind problem which in fact hazarded the civilization itself. Robert 
Kennedy’s criticisms tried to bring about solution that would heal this awful 
condition amidst his people in the United States and the world population. His 
support on minority groups actions, particularly to those which were conducted 
through non-violence should inspire us that what is good for us as part of human race 
and for the world can also be fought in the course of non-violence and peacefulness. 
This research about Robert Francis Kennedy and his moral criticisms was 
conducted based on sociopolitical and historical approaches. For many approaches 
are able to be applied in doing the same research on his role and influence in 
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American history, the researcher believes that the theme can be explored deeper and 
in advance. Moreover, many of his speeches still inspire the way America and 
Americans’ lives today. Hence, in advancing American Studies mainstream, there are 
many possibilities acknowledging this figure in many different ways.  
This research then can be used as former studies about Robert Francis 
Kennedy and his moral criticisms, accordingly will give basic understanding about 
this figure for the next comprehensive studies in American Studies sphere.  
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